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ABSTRACT
This study of self-reported delinquency explores the 
accuracy of official statistics in reflecting the extent 
of juvenile delinquency, especially "among the middle class.
It also attempts to resolve some of the limitations of 
earlier studies, even though it suffers from many of those 
same limitations.
The problem is most succinctly stated in three questions
1. What is the extent of self-reported delinquency 
in the middle-class adolescent (ages 12-18) and preadult 
(ages 18-21) careers of successful lawyers and ministers?
2. What are the circumstances and consequences of 
their self-reported delinquent behavior?
3. What are the factors associated with adolescent 
delinquent behavior among lawyers and ministers?
A systematic sample was drawn of 50 lawyers and 50 
ministers- between ages 30 and 60, all Caucasian, married 
(except Catholic priests), and working within the limits 
of Capital City. The author interviewed each respondent 
using a schedule devised by the Institute of the Behavioral 
and Social Sciences of Adelphi College. Its primary focus 
was on the respondent's adolescent experiences, especially
xiv
delinquent ones. A check-list stimulated recall of their 
youthful misbehavior. For each delinquent act mentioned, 
the investigator probed into the circumstances surrounding 
the act and its cessation.
Despite the middle-class backgrounds of most of the 
respondents, all but one lawyer and one minister admitted 
having committed at least one of the types of delinquent 
acts during adolescence, and all acts were mentioned by at 
least one lawyer or minister. Lawyers were involved in more 
types of delinquent acts than were ministers during both 
periods. Both groups experienced a decline in preadulthood.
Comparing the data of this study with other self-report 
studies suggests real increases in certain kinds of offenses 
committed today over those of the past--especially gang 
fighting, automobile theft, and damaging construction or 
property.
Most delinquency was confined to early adolescence 
and limited to one or two occurrences. Delinquent behavior 
was largely non-utilitarian, non-malicious, spontaneous, 
and not motivated by social and economic frustrations. Most 
delinquency occurred in group situations— usually in non­
adult-sponsored status groups of peers, but sometimes in 
adult-sponsored status groups such as the YMCA and Boy 
Scouts.
Delinquent behavior seems to cease simply because it
xv
becomes inappropriate and "childish" as one grows older.
The study compares lawyers and ministers in terms of 
one dependent variable, adolescent delinquent behavior, and 
26 independent variables. Only 13 of the independent variables 
were discovered to distinguish lawyers from ministers. And 
only four of the 13 were found to be significantly related 
to delinquent behavior— importance of religion, getting caught 
by the police, parent got along with better, and socioeconomic 
class of neighborhood. The last two tend to be spuriously 
related when occupation is held constant. Varying importance 
of religion and holding constant the other three variables 
indicates that religion of all the factors is most likely 
to be causally related to delinquency and that getting caught 
by the police is probably a consequence of delinquent be­
havior, rather than a cause of it. But the majority of 
respondents were not caught.
Data of this study suggest that official court and 
training school figures most likely represent the more fre­
quent and more serious offenders from all classes, with a 
disproportionate share drawn from the lower class because 
of the effect of class bias. Middle-class delinquency, 
this study finds, was widespread in the past and is probably 
not the new and increasing phenomenon that critics of middle- 
class youth suggest. It concludes that there remains a need
xvi
for more studies unraveling the factors involved in the 
official labeling of juvenile delinquents. Such research 
may lead to the development of a program of prevention 
focusing, not on the juvenile, but on the law enforcement 
and judicial systems themselves.
xvii
CHAPTER I
SELECTED SURVEY OF THE LITERATURE
While the occurrence of "hidden delinquency" is well 
recognized and appreciated in the field of criminology, few 
scholars have attempted to measure empirically the extent 
and nature of this phenomenon, especially among the middle 
class. None has investigated the circumstances involved in 
the cessation and termination of delinquency among middle- 
class youngsters. This study explores these circumstances 
through lawyers1 and ministers' recollections of their youth­
ful misbehavior, most of which never became officially 
recorded.
The purpose of this chapter is to outline the signifi­
cant theories and research that have direct bearing on the 
problem of this study.^ These studies fall into three major 
categories: (1) pioneering studies of "hidden delinquency",
(2) attempts at scaling self-reported delinquency> (3)
1-For a more comprehensive survey of the general litera­
ture in the area of delinquency see Louis M. Beck, "Three 
Groups of Delinquents of the Family Court of East Baton Rouge 
Parish: An Empirical Sociological Comparison" (unpublished
Master's thesis, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge,
1960), pp. 18-48. This survey for the most part included 
studies of officially reported delinquencies and delinquents.
1
theories of middle-class delinquency. Many of the empirical 
studies of middle-class delinquency are in essence studies 
of "hidden delinquency" using self-report techniques rather
jthan official reports of adjudicated delinquents.
I. PIONEERING STUDIES OF "HIDDEN DELINQUENCY"
Robison, Porterfield, and the team of Murphy, Shirley 
and Witmer in the 1930's and 1940's clearly indicated the 
futility of the often-used dichotomy of delinquents versus 
non-delinquents in developing an adequate theory of juvenile 
delinquency.̂
Each of these investigators was attempting to analyze 
the representativeness of the official court cases. The 
basic question to them was: To what extent do official court
cases represent the general characteristics of all juvenile 
delinquents, whether caught or not?
The earliest attempt to unravel the esoteric problem 
of "hidden delinquency" involved the use of court as well as
2see Robert H. Hardt and George E. Bodine, Development 
of Self-Report Instruments in Delinquency Research: A Con­
ference Report (Syracuse, New York: Syracuse University,
Youth Development Center), 1965. This includes the most 
complete bibliography of studies using self-report techniques.
3Sophia M. Robison, Can Delinquency Be Measured? (New 
York: Published for the Welfare Council of New York by
Columbia University Press, 1936); Austin L. Porterfield,
Youth in Trouble (Fort Worth: The Leo Potishman Foundation,
1946); and Fred J. Murphy, Mary M. Shirley, and Helen L. 
Witmer, "The Incidence of Hidden Delinquency," American 
Journal of Orthopsychiatry. XVI (1946), 686-96.
3
non-court official statistics. It was the first break­
through in understanding more fully the known cases of delin­
quents.^ Robison's study in New York was based on detailed 
reports on delinquency behavior of children referred to three 
official agencies and 40 private agencies. Excluding truants 
she discovered the following distribution of cases among the 
institutions she studied: 68.3 per cent of the cases were
reported by the Children's Court; 20.4 per cent by official 
agencies other than the court; 8.0 per cent by unofficial 
agencies; and 3.3 per cent by mental hygiene clinics. Upon 
analyzing her data more intensively she discovered a possible 
explanation for the low rate of Jewish delinquents in the 
official court records: a majority were handled by agencies
other than the court. Most of these were private agencies. 
Apparently, smaller percentages of Protestant and Catholic
5delinquents were handled by agencies other than the court.
Robison's conclusions did indeed extend the scope of 
our knowledge concerning delinquency by going beyond the 
limitations of the official police and court statistics. For 
the first time systematic empirical evidence was presented to 
substantiate the assumption that many cases of delinquent 
behavior are siphoned off to agencies other than the courts. 
But what can be said concerning the amount of delinquency 
that never comes to the attention of official or unofficial 
agencies, that which may remain unknown except to the
^Robison, loc. cit., et passim. 5Ibid.
4
participant's family, friends, or simply to himself?
In the 1940's at Texas Christian University, Porter­
field compiled data using the self-report technique for the 
first time. His sample consisted of 337 students from three 
colleges in northern Texas. One hundred thirty-seven of them 
were women. All were alleged not to be delinquent. A 
questionnaire was administered to them personally by the 
investigators. Each questionnaire included a list of 55 
specific offenses for which children may be brought to the 
juvenile court, and it asked for socioeconomic data. The 
college students were asked to indicate the frequency with 
which they participated in the 55 specific offenses for each 
of two periods: pre-college and college years. The results
(in the form of percentages and frequency distributions) 
were compared to the offenses of 2,049 alleged delinquents 
from training schools in the Fort Worth area.
The validity of such a comparison is dubious since 
the known delinquencies of the adjudicated delinquents may 
not include all their delinquent acts. Consequently, the 
extent of offenses among the alleged delinquents may be an 
underestimation. The true extent of delinquent behavior among 
the institutionalized delinquents may really exceed the 
amount of delinquency reported by college students.
Nonetheless, the study is significant in its dis­
covery of the universal prevalence of juvenile delinquency
^Porterfield, op. cit., pp. 37-38.
5
among individuals not adjudicated as delinquents. All of 
the students reported at least one delinquent act. This 
prevalence of juvenile delinquency among college students 
is summarized by Porterfield in the following statement:
A well-adjusted ministerial student said he had 
indulged in 27 of the 55 offenses; and a successful 
pastor, also a student, reported committing 28 of 
the delinquencies which have irritated some part of 
the community so much that it has annually brought 
at least 1,400 children to the police station and/or 
the juvenile court.7
In general, striking similarities in types and fre­
quency of offenses were found in comparing college students 
and alleged delinquents. However, the consequences of their 
acts varied significantly. Few students, compared with the 
alleged delinquents, were charged with their admitted 
offenses. Over 50 per cent of the students admitted petty 
thievery of one kind or another; yet none of them had been 
charged by the court. In contrast, 27.2 per cent of the 
delinquent boys and 16.0 per cent of the delinquent girls 
were charged by the court for having committed theft.
It was further discovered that what distinguished the 
college students from their less fortunate "brothers" was 
not the frequency and kind of delinquent acts reported, but 
instead their socioeconomicr background. The official delin­
quents came more frequently from low-income families headed 
by unemployed fathers, in contrast to the students who were 
much more economically advantaged. According to Porterfield,
7ibid., p. 38.
6
only 16 per cent of the college students came from broken
Qhomes whereas 50.6 per cent of the court cases did. Perhaps 
broken homes are not, as is often supposed, associated with 
delinquent behavior, but instead may be associated with the 
consequences of delinquent behavior.
Further evidence of the incidence of "hidden delin­
quency" is afforded by the famous Cambridge-Somerville Youth 
Study, an extensive five-year delinquency preventive program 
of counseling and research concerned with underprivileged
Qboys from high-delinquency areas m  Boston. As a part of 
this investigation, case workers gathered data on "hidden 
delinquency" from a sample of 114 boys who had been given 
service throughout a five-year period. Thirteen of these 
boys had never committed an offense that might have led them 
to court; consequently, they were dropped from the sample. 
Sixty-one boys were classified as "unofficial delinquents" 
because they had admitted to delinquent acts but had no 
court record; 40 boys were classified as official delinquents 
because complaints about some of the acts they admitted had 
been registered in court. (The attempt to obtain information 
of "hidden delinquency" among official delinquents is an 
improvement on the technique of Porterfield, who dealt only 
with the officially recorded offenses of the institution­
alized delinquents.) Instead of tabulating the frequency of 
offenses, case workers were asked to record admitted offenses
8Ibid., pp. 39-47. 9Murphy, loc. cit.
7
as committed "rarely," "occasionally," and "frequently." An 
estimated minimum of 6,416 infractions was tabulated during 
the five-year period. Only 95 offenses involved official 
complaints. However, many of the boys were apprehended and 
warned by police without court action. The low number of 
court complaints, the authors suggest, may stem from the law 
enforcement policy in Boston during the period of the 
Somerville Youth Study. The police handled large numbers of 
juvenile delinquents informally, the authors observed. Even 
so, they present some evidence that official cases do reflect 
the "true amount" of serious delinquency and conclude that in 
general the violations of the official offenders were more 
frequent and more serious than those of the unofficial group.
II. ATTEMPTS AT SCALING SELF-REPORTED DELINQUENCY
The successful scaling of delinquent behavior makes it 
possible for the first time to measure seriousness of delin­
quency and its relationship to sociocultural variables.
Scaling self-reported delinquency has been explored 
by Nye, Short, Dentler, Monroe, Voss, Erickson, and Empey.10
■̂°F. Ivan Nye and James F. Short, Jr., "Scaling Delin­
quent Behavior," American Sociological Review. XXII (June,
1957), 326-31? F. Ivan Nye, James F. Short, Jr., and Virgil 
J. Olson, "Socioeconomic Status and Delinquent Behavior,"
The American Journal of Sociolocrv, LXIII (January, 1958), 
381-89; James F. Short, Jr. and F. Ivan Nye, "Extent of Unre­
corded Juvenile Delinquency, Tentative Conclusions," Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science. XLIX 
(September-October, 1958), 296-302; James F. Short, Jr., 
"Reported Behavior as a Criterion of Deviant Behavior,"
8
These authors tried to define a dimension in delinquent 
behavior not considered by earlier students of delinquency. 
This dimension included the incidence of certain types of 
behavior in terms of configurations of the offenses. All of 
these studies utilized the scaling techniques devised by 
Louis Guttman.
First to apply the Guttman scaling technique to 
delinquent behavior were Nye and Short. They constructed 
scales based on three samples: (1) urban public high school
students in a far Western state, (2) state training school 
boys and girls of the same Western state, and (3) the public 
school students in one rural district, a rural-urban fringe 
district and a suburban town in a Midwestern state. Indi­
viduals in the samples, a total of 2,946 high school students 
and 596 training school boys and girls, were administered 
questionnaires involving socioeconomic data and a delinquency 
check-list of 23 items. Success in scaling is clearly
Social Problems, V (Winter, 1957-58), 207-13. F. Ivan Nye, 
Family Relationships and Delinquent Behavior (New York: John
Wiley, 1958); Robert A. Dentler and Lawrence J. Monroe, 
"Social Correlates of Early Adolescent Theft," American 
Sociological Review, XXVI (October, 1961), 733-43; Harwin L. 
Voss, "Ethnic Differentials in Delinquency in Honolulu," 
Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology, and Police Science, LIV 
(December, 1963), 322-27; Dentler and Monroe, "The Family and 
Early Adolescent Conformity and Deviance," Marriage and 
Family Living. XXIII (August, 1961), 241-47; Maynard L. 
Erickson and LaMar T. Empey, "Court Records, Undetected 
Delinquency and Decision-Making," Journal of Criminal Law, 
Criminology, and Police Science. LIV (December, 1963),
456-60, and Lamar T. Empey and Maynard L. Erickson, "Hidden 
Delinquency and Social Status," Social Forces. XLIV (June, 
1966), 546-54.
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indicated by the high reproducibility coefficients, which 
ranged from 0.78 to 0.975 for the three scales they dis­
covered— a seven-, a nine-, and an eleven-item scale.
The utility, reliability, and validity of the scaling 
technique developed by Nye and Short are further confirmed 
in the studies by Dentler and Monroe.^
In one of their studies a conduct scale similar to
Nye1 s delinquency scale was devised using the Guttman tech- 
17nique again. This scale was investigated with regard to 
three Guttman scales of family situation: (1) level of life 
chances, (2) quality of interpersonal relations within the 
family as perceived by the child, (3) degree of child's home- 
centered activity. Unlike Nye and Short, Dentler and Monroe 
used no control group of officially recorded delinquents. 
Their sample consisted only of junior high school children.
The fruitfulness of scaling techniques has also been 
demonstrated by Voss, who used them to understand ethnic 
differences in the extent of juvenile delinquency.^ Voss's 
study explores especially Hawaiian-Japanese differentials in
•^Dentler and Monroe, "The Family and Early Adolescent 
Conformity and Deviance"; Dentler and Monroe, "Social Corre­
lates of Early Adolescent Theft." See also the retest of 
Nye and Short's study by Ronald L. Akers, "Socio-Economic 
Status and Delinquent Behavior," Journal of Research in Crime 
and Delinquency. I (January, 1964), 38-46.
12jjentler and Monroe, "The Family and Early Adolescent 
Conformity and Deviance," loc. cit.
l^Voss, loc. cit.
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unrecorded delinquency in Honolulu. Employing the Guttman 
scale and self-report technique, Voss reconfirmed the hypoth­
esis that Hawaiians are in reality more delinquent than 
Japanese. This pattern holds true for all three samples in 
the study: alleged delinquents, institutionalized delin­
quents, and unofficial delinquents, as measured by self- 
reports. But Voss warns:
The available evidence supports the traditional 
and popular conception of the distribution of delin­
quent behavior in the several ethnic groups in 
Honolulu. However, the data on recorded and reported 
delinquent behavior are not in complete agreement. 
Caucasian and Chinese boys report more and Hawaiian 
boys less extensive participation in delinquent 
behavior than one would anticipate on the basis of 
the ethnic differentials observed among alleged 
delinquents.
Other studies using self-report and scaling techniques 
have attempted to unravel the relationship of delinquency and 
social status. The problem of the relationship between 
juvenile delinquency and socioeconomic status, given what we 
know concerning "hidden delinquency," centers on the dual 
question: Is juvenile delinquency related to socioeconomic
position, and if so, is the relationship one of kind or 
merely of degree or perhaps of both?
Porterfield, Nye, Short, Olson, Akers, Karacki, Toby, 
Shanley, Herskovitz, Deven, Spivak, Dentler, and Monroe all 
question and deny qualitative and quantitative differentials
14Ibid., p. 327.
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in delinquent behavior with reference to social status.-^
16 17Others, like Gold and Reiss, argue that there is an
inverse relationship between the "true" frequency of delin­
quent behavior and socioeconomic position. Many, like Empey,
l^Austin L. Porterfield, Youth in Trouble (Fort Worth: 
The Leo Potishman Foundation, 1946); James F. Short, Jr., and 
Virgil J. Olson, "Socio-economic Status and Delinquent Be­
havior, " The American Journal of Sociology, LXIXI (January,
1958), 381-89; Ronald L. Akers, "Socio-Economic Status and 
Delinquent Behavior: A Retest," Journal of Research in
Crime and Delinquency, I (January, 1964), 38-46; Larry Karacki 
and Jackson Toby, "The Uncommitted Adolescent: Candidates
for Gang Socialization," Sociological Inquiry, XXXII (Spring, 
1962), 203-15; Fred J. Shanley, "Middle-Class Delinquency as 
a Social Problem" (paper presented at the annual meeting of 
the Pacific Sociological Association, Salt Lake City, April,
1965); and Herbert H. Herskovitz, Murray Leven, and George 
Spivak, "Anti-Social Behavior of Adolescents from Higher 
Socio-economic Groups," Journal of Nervous and Mental Dis­
eases, CXXV (November, 1959), 1-9. The last study did not 
use the self-report technique. Dentler and Monroe, "The 
Family and Early Adolescent Conformity," Marriage and Family 
Living, XXIII (August, 1961), 241-47; and Dentler and Monroe,- 
"Social Correlates of Early Adolescent Theft," American 
Sociological Review, XXVI (October, 1961), 733-43.
■^Martin Gold, "Socio-Economic Distributions of Juve­
nile Delinquency,1 University of Michigan, Institute for 
Social Research (paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the 
American Psychological Association, Los Angeles, September, 
1964). See also his more recent paper, "Undetected Delinquent 
Behavior," The Journal of Research on Crime and Delinquency 
(January, 1966), 27-46. In the latter study while an inverse 
relationship between delinquency and status was discovered 
for boys, no reliable relationship between delinquency and 
social status was found for girls. See also his book, Status 
Forces in Delinquent Boys (Ann Arbor, Michigan: Inter-Center
Program on Children, Youth, and Family Life; Institute for 
Social Research; The University of Michigan, 1963).
■^Albert J. Reiss, Jr. and Albert L. Rhodes, "The 
Distribution of Juvenile Delinquency in the Social Class 
Structure," American Sociological Review, XXVI (October,
1961), 720-32.
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Erickson, the Myerhoffs, and Ohlin, contend that there are dif­
ferences in kinds of delinquent activities from one class to 
another, while at the same time doubting differences in 
frequencies. Empey and Erickson, to test the relationship 
between delinquency and social position, used both self- 
report and scaling techniques. They constructed three 
Guttman-like scales of delinquency: (1) a general theft
scale, (2) a serious theft scale, and (3) a common delin­
quency scale. Correlating the single scores for each of these 
scales with status position, they found a slight positive 
correlation between low status and amount of juvenile delin­
quency. They summarize their results as follows:
. . . (1) respondents, overall, reported a large number
of undetected violations; (2) the number of violations 
differed little from one status level to another (al­
though there was a tendency for upper-status respondents 
to be less delinquent); but (3) there were distinct 
differences between status levels with respect to kinds 
of delinquency. Middle-status respondents reported 
having committed the most serious and destructive kinds 
of acts, while low status respondents were more inclined 
to smoke regularly, skip school, fight and use narcotics. 
The latter differences held up among incarcerated of­
fenders as well as among those who were not officially 
defined as delinquent. ^
*-8LaMar T. Empey and Maynard L. Erickson, "Hidden 
Delinquency and Social Status," Social Forces, XLIV (June,
1966), 546-54; Howard L. Myerhoff and Barbara G. Myerhoff, 
"Field Observations of Middle-Class 'Gangs', " Social Forces, 
XLII (March, 1964), 328-36; and Lloyd E. Ohlin, The Develop­
ment of Opportunities for Youth (Syracuse, New York: Syra­
cuse University, Youth Development Center, 1960).
•*-8Empey and Erickson, "Hidden Delinquency and Social 
Status," p. 546.
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The problem of the relationship of juvenile delin­
quency and social status is a part of the general scope of 
this study.
III. THEORIES OF MIDDLE-CLASS DELINQUENCY
Primarily on the basis of studies of official cases 
and probation officers' impressionistic observations,
20theories of middle-class delinquency have been devised.
The authors of these theories assume that official middle-
class delinguency is increasing in the United States and
abroad. And there is some rather superficial evidence in
the literature to indicate that middle-class delinquency is
21indeed increasing.
Theories of middle-class delinquency like the theories
of general delinquency include both the psychological and
sociological. A popular psychological explanation of middle-
22class delinquency is Cohen's theory based on the well-known
20For example, William W. Wattenberg and James 
Balistrieri, "Automobile Theft: A 'Favored Group' Delin­
quency, " The American Journal of Sociology. LVII (May, 1952), 
575-79; W. R. Little and V. R. Ntsekhe, "Social Class Back­
ground of Young Offenders from London," The British Journal 
of Delinquency, X (October, 1959), 130-35; S. Shoham and M.
Havov, "B'neitovim Middle and Upper Class Delinquency in
Israel," Sociology and Social Research. LXVIII (July, 1954), 
454-68.
2^-Robert H. Bohlke, "Social Mobility, Stratification 
Inconsistency and Middle Class Delinquency," Social Problems. 
VIII (Spring, 1961). See p. 351 for a list of sources giving 
evidence for an increase in middle-class delinquency.
22Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Boys: The Culture of
the Gang (Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1955) , pp. 162-
69.
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potheory of masculine identification originated by Parsons. 
Parsons explains juvenile delinquency on an individual level. 
For him delinquent behavior is a consequence of lack of 
masculine identification. Cohen further elaborates on 
Parson's theory by applying it primarily to middle-class 
juvenile delinquency rather than to delinquency in general. 
For Cohen the lower-class boys suffer from status frustra­
tion, bringing about a reaction-formation in the form of the 
delinquent subculture. On the other hand, the middle-class 
delinquent suffers from inadequate masculine identification 
and opportunities to display his masculine traits— oppor­
tunities not denied to lower-class youngsters who are unin­
hibited by middle-class morality. Morality is represented 
to the middle-class child largely by his mother. Morality 
thus becomes associated with feminine traits, delinquent 
behavior with masculine traits. In this way delinquent 
activities afford middle-class children the opportunities to 
express their masculinity.
Sociological explanations of the phenomenon of middle- 
class delinquency are offered by Bertram Beck,24 Bernard,25
2^Talcott Parsons, "Certain Primary Sources and Pat­
terns of Aggression in the Social Structure of the Western 
World," Psychiatry, X (May, 1947), 168-81.
24Bertram Beck, "The School and Delinquency Control," 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social 
Science, CCCII (November, 1955), 60-67.
25jessie Bernard, Social Problems at Midcentury (New 
York: The Dryden Press, 1957), p. 424.
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Kvaraceus and Miller,^ England,^ Bohlke,^® and the Myer­
hoff s . ̂
According to Bertrand Beck, middle-class delinquency 
is associated with the anomic conditions in suburban areas.
He claims that:
In such communities, these so-called better com­
munities, teen-agers faced with problems of draft and 
military service find little support from adults, who 
are essentially uninterested in the basic cause for 
which the youngsters are asked to sacrifice. Lacking 
the reward of social advancement for good behavior 
and seeing the future as cloudy and problematical, 
such teen-agers, may well band together in groups 
similar to the slum gang, with their own dress, their 
own language, and their own code of moral behavior 
quite different from the code to which the adults in 
the community give at least lip service.30
Bernard blames middle-class delinquency on the alleged 
decline in social mobility.^ To him middle-class delin­
quency is a result of the decreasing opportunity for sons to 
match the mobility of their rural or foreign-born parents. 
Whether or not the United States is still as much a land of 
opportunity, however, may not be the crucial question.
2®William c. Kvaraceus and Walter B. Miller, et al., 
Delinquent Behavior (Washington, D. C.: National Education
Association, 1959).
27Ralph W. England, Jr., "A Theory of Middle-Class 
Juvenile Delinquency," Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology 
and Police Science, L (April, 1960), 535-40.
2®Bohlke, loc. cit.
2^Myerhoff and Myerhoff, loc. cit.
3(>Beck, pp. cit., p. 66.
^Bernard, pp. cit.. p. 424.
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Bernard may have erred by not pointing out that youth may 
not define their situation in terms of mobility as their 
fathers did. Perhaps while actual mobility today may be as 
great as in the past, youth today may feel their chances to 
succeed are less.
Kvaraceus and Miller argue the importance to the 
middle-class youngsters of mass communication in the dif-
O  Ofusion of working class values and patterns of behavior.
One of the consequences of such diffusion, they believe, may 
be middle-class delinquency.
A perhaps more sophisticated and more complex theory 
is offered by England. Rejecting Parson's theory of mascu­
line identity as not accounting for the hedonistic elements 
of the youth culture and lack of responsibility, England 
develops his own theory. In summary he states:
The intensive preoccupation with play among today's 
teen-agers results from the circumstance that hedonis­
tic pursuits, evoked by the youngster's present 
position in the social structure, are becoming the 
status-defining "function" of this emerging national 
interest group. In order to retain the need-satisfac­
tions produced by the new status clarification, the 
group's values and norms must support its play function 
by constituting a hedonistic ethos and must neutralize 
non-hedonistic pressures from the adult world. . . .33
To England, the teen-age culture itself "consists 
mainly of distorted and caricatured fragments of the adult 
culture. "34
^^Kvaraceus and Miller, op., cit., pp. 83-84. 
33England, op. cit., pp. 539-40. 34I]-)£(̂ t # p # 538.
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Much the same sort of view is held by Myerhoff and
Myerhoff, a view based largely on their observations of
middle-class gangs in Los Angeles. Agreeing with Matza and
Sykes,^ Myerhoff and Myerhoff argue that "delinquency might
be better understood as an extension of the adult conforming
36world rather than as discontinuous with it."
Another recent discussion of middle-class delinquency
37may be found in BohIke's article. After surveying the 
theories of Kvaraceus, Miller, Cohen, Bertram Beck, Bernard 
and England, Bohlke explains his own theory of middle-class 
delinquency. He uses an eclectic approach incorporating the 
theories of the above men. To him the answer lies in status 
discrepancies (or what he calls "lack of stratification 
consistency"). He explains this concept in the following 
paragraph.
To the degree that income mobility is followed 
by residential mobility— that is, movement of the 
family from a working-class neighborhood, or move­
ment from the city to the suburb— there then 
arises the possibility that delinquency among 
"middle class" youth is a function of marginality.^®
Since physical mobility is known to have increased,
such a theory as Bohlke' s would explain both the extent and
epistemology of middle-class delinquency.
^David Matza and Gresham M. Sykes, "Juvenile Delin­
quency and Subterranean Values," American Sociological 
Review. XXVI (October, 1961), 712-19.
36^eyerhoff and Meyerhoff, op. cit.. 335.
37Bohlke, loc. cit. 3Qlbid.. p. 356.
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Bohlke suggests five types of research in the area of 
middle-class delinquency:
First there should be studies aimed at determining 
the amount and nature of middle-class delinquency.
. . . The second type of research needed are [sic.] 
studies through time in various communities using a 
sample of middle-income families who at the time of 
the initiation of the research, have boys in the age 
range 15-18. . . .  A third type of research could be 
focused on the school experiences of the sons of blue 
collar and white collar parents. . . .  Tlle fourth type 
of research studies should be directed at comparing 
the amount and types of delinquency in diverse kinds 
of suburban and satellite communities. . . . The 
fifth type of research that should be initiated is sug­
gested by the previously-mentioned study of status 
disequilibria in Chicago by the D u n c a n s . 39
This study is closely related to the type of problem 
suggested in the first research area mentioned by Bohlke.
While there have been several studies dealing with the 
extent of self-reported delinquency, especially among middle- 
class youth, none has considered in detail the epistemology 
of such acts. Yet all of the self-report studies have dis­
covered extensive delinquent behavior, most of which is 
undetected or hidden from all, except perhaps the peers of 
the offenders. It is the rare delinquent act that comes to 
the attention of official authorities, and even few of these 
are labeled official delinquent acts.
Some of the above studies have questioned the class 
origin of delinquency; at present findings of class origin
39jbid.. pp. 359-61. See Otis Dudley Duncan and 
Beverly Duncan, "Residential Distribution and Occupational 
Stratification," in Paul K. Hatt and Albert J. Reiss, Jr., 
(eds.) Cities and Society (Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press,
1957), pp. 283-96.
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are still inconsistent and incomplete. A few studies con­
sidered the relationship of the family and unreported 
delinquency; another dealt with racial differentials in 
self-reported delinquency. In this study a number of 
variables will be investigated with reference to the initia­
tion of self-reported delinquency, much of which never came 
to the attention of official authorities.
Theoretical explanations of middle-class delinquency 
are limited in number and are generally monocausal. They 
single out masculine identity problems, decline in social 
mobility, diffusion of working-class values, youth's new 
status in modern society, or lack of stratification con­
sistency as the sole causative factor. These theories of 
middle-class delinquency have not been subjected to empirical 
test using self-reported data.
From the above survey of the self-report studies and 
theories of middle-class delinquency several limitations 
become apparent. They are discussed in the following chapter. 
A discussion of the limitations of official delinquency 
studies utilizing official delinquents is also included. It 
is from the consideration of research inconsistencies and 
gaps that the problem of this study is derived and its 
significance noted.
CHAPTER II
LIMITATIONS OF PAST STUDIES AND THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROBLEM
Analyzing the survey of the literature suggests 
several limitations in past research and theory. No one 
study could possibly correct all of these limitations. And 
certainly this one is no exception. Yet from a consideration 
of the gaps and inconsistencies in the literature on delin­
quency a statement of the problem of this study was 
developed.
I. LIMITATIONS OF THE RESEARCH AND THEORY
Limitations of the research and theory are derived 
from two categories of studies: (1) studies most directly
developing the problem of this study, which were discussed 
in the last chapter (these include studies of self-reported 
delinquent behavior, especially among the middle class), and 
(2) research utilizing official delinquency sources such as 
police, court, and training school records. Some limitations 
apply solely to one category or another. Still others per­
tain to delinquency research in general.
20
21
Limitations of Self-Report Studies and 
Theories of Middle-Class Delinquency
Self-report studies are limited in two ways. First 
of all, there are inconsistencies in findings, especially 
with regard to the relationship between class and delinquency. 
Some of the self-report studies indicate no class differences? 
a few, differences only in quality, or kinds of acts? and 
some, differences in both quality and quantity of acts.
Secondly, most studies of self-reported delinquency 
have concerned themselves only with a comparison between the 
extent of self-reported behavior and officially recorded 
behavior. Few investigate the etiology of self-reported 
delinquency, which may or may not be the same as officially 
reported delinquency. Even when the epistemology is con- . 
sidered, only one or two factors are investigated in any one 
study.
Theories of middle-class delinquency are also limited. 
The few theories that have been developed are largely mono- 
causal and restricted to largely urban United States.
Limitations of Studies of Official 
Delinquents
Two interrelated sets of limitations should be men­
tioned with respect to studies using official statistical 
sources of delinquency and delinquents: (1) limitations of
official statistics on juvenile delinquency and (2) limita­
tions of scientific research in explaining the etiology of 
delinquency.
22
Many authors have commented on the first limitation 
noting that official statistics of juvenile delinquency are 
inadequate because they do not define the entire universe of 
delinquent behavior and because they often reflect the amount 
of law enforcement activity more than they do the amount of 
actual delinquent behavior.'*' The official statistics merely 
indicate the frequency of reported offenses, arrests, or 
court cases. They include only those youngsters whose 
illicit acts have been detected by official authorities 
(police, juvenile courts, and training schools). Conse­
quently, if one relies solely on official statistics, delin­
quency includes only those offenses that are considered by 
the criminal statutes of each state to be delinquent and are 
reported officially. Being reported, then, becomes the pri­
mary distinction between the official delinquent and the 
supposedly nondelinquent child who commits a delinquent act 
but is not caught by the official authorities. The latter 
is never labeled a juvenile offender. Because of this limita­
tion in statistics, researchers have largely ignored the 
so-called nondelinquents who may have committed delinquent 
acts but have not been caught.
The second category of limitations involves two errors. 
First, for the most part, as Robison observes, empirical 
studies of delinquency have been merely descriptive accounts
-̂See, for example, Herbert A. Block and Gilbert Geis, 
Man, Crime, and Society (New York: Random House, 1962),
Chapter 6.
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chiefly concerned with the social and psychological condi-
2tions correlated with official juvenile delinquency. Most 
have compared delinquents with so-called non-delinquents.
None has successfully isolated the causes of juvenile delin­
quency. Instead we have amassed volumes of correlations of 
various socio-psychological and even physical factors with 
official delinquency. Such research is useful in describing 
recognized juvenile delinquents and delineating them from 
other youths, but is hardly valuable in explaining why one 
child commits a delinquent act and another does not— or if 
the other does, why he is not labeled a juvenile delinquent. 
It may be that the very correlations we have assumed to be 
meaningful deal merely with factors affecting the apprehen­
sion of juvenile delinquents and not with factors influencing 
delinquent behavior.
Unfortunately this study is not able to isolate the 
causes of juvenile delinquency, but it does discover some 
clues to the understanding of labeled juvenile offenders 
through the study of delinquency of middle-class non-labeled 
offenders.
Secondly, studies of adjudicated delinquents fre­
quently err by ignoring the possibility that many traits 
associated with delinquency have developed after the youths
^Sophia M. Robison, Juvenile Delinquency; Its Nature 
and Control (New York; Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1961), 
pp. 190 ff.
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3were apprehended. Still another error is made by those who 
assume that a delinquent career begins when a child is appre­
hended and who ignore the possibility that he committed many 
undetected offenses long before he was caught. Thus, these 
studies tend to neglect the factors surrounding the initial 
entry into a delinquent career, which may or may not be the 
same as those factors involved in the act of delinquency 
that led to apprehension and official labeling.
Becker notes another weakness in delinquency research. 
Studies using multivariate analysis may err by assuming that 
all the factors associated with delinquency simultaneously 
impinge upon the delinquent. But, according to Becker, all 
factors do not operate at the same time. He suggests a 
sequential model for the analysis of juvenile delinquency. 
Such studies would point to the succession of factors leading 
to commitment to a delinquent career. In fact, he concludes 
that "studies of delinquents who fail to become adult crimi­
nals might teach us even more than studies of delinquents who 
progress in crime."^ For example, studies such as the 
Gluecks' follow-up studies of official delinquents were con­
cerned with both these adults who became criminals as well
•̂ For example, most of the research of Sheldon and 
Eleanor Glueck makes the above error. See, for example, One 
Thousand Juvenile Delinquents (Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1934); and Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency (Cambridge: 
Harvard University Press, 1950).
^Howard S. Becker, Outsiders: Studies in the Soci­
ology of Deviance (New York: The Free Press of Glencoe,
1963), pp. 24-25.
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as with those who did not.15 Yet no one has considered how 
juveniles who were never labeled delinquents but who report 
delinquent behavior come to cease committing such acts.
Limitations of Delinquency Studies in General
Four limitations apply both to studies of official 
delinquency and to those utilizing self-report techniques. 
Three of these limitations are noted by Cohen and Short. 
First, they point out, the studies relating the social and 
cultural order to delinquent behavior are often inconclusive 
and inconsistent. Second, they make little attempt to 
interrelate empirical findings with theory. And third, the 
general terms used to define delinquency in many studies are 
inadequate. Instead they suggest the use of terms "more 
specifically and concretely descriptive of the behavior in 
question.
A fourth limitation of delinquency studies in general 
is the lack of empirical data concerning middle-class delin­
quency. As we have already noted, most of the studies of 
middle-class delinquency have utilized self-report techniques. 
These studies merely suggest that middle-class delinquency 
is extensive and largely undetected without indicating
Jfactors associated with its cessation.
^See Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Juvenile Delinquents 
Grown Up (New York: The Commonwealth Fund, 1940).
^Albert K. Cohen and James F. Short, Jr., "Juvenile 
Delinquency," Robert K. Merton and Robert A. Nisbet, eds. in 
Contemporary Social Problems, (New York: Harcourt, Brace andWorld, m e ., T95TJT 111 •
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This study attempts to shed further light on the 
extent of hidden juvenile delinquency (especially of the 
middle class) reported by professional men to have occurred 
in their adolescence. Unlike other studies of self-reported 
delinquency, this study investigates possible clues to the 
initiation and cessation of self-reported delinquent behavior. 
It compares the adolescent career patterns of two profes­
sional groups— lawyers and ministers— to determine the fac­
tors in their adolescence affecting the initiation and 
cessation of delinquent behavior.
II. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
The problem of this study evolved from an attempt to 
resolve some of the limitations of earlier studies, even 
though, admittedly, this study suffers from many of the same 
limitations.
The problem is most adequately stated in terms of 
three questions instead of in a series of narrative state­
ments :
1. What is the extent of self-reported delinquency
in the middle-class adolescent and preadult careers of success
. . 7ful lawyers and ministers?
2. What are the circumstances and consequences of
^The interviewees were asked to separate their- delin­
quent behavior into two periods— 12 until age 18, and from
18 through 21. In the remainder of this paper the two 
periods will continue to be called adolescence and pre­
adulthood, respectively.
27
their self-reported delinquent behavior?
3. What are the factors associated with adolescent 
delinquent behavior among lawyers and ministers?




This chapter presents the theoretical framework, 
definitions of concepts, the setting of the study, and the 
research design.
I. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
William I. Thomas and Richard LaPiere provide the 
underlying theoretical framework that guides this study.
To Thomas, "every concrete activity is the solution 
of a situation." The "situation" consists of the objective 
conditions or totality of values by which the individual or 
society must act, pre-existing attitudes of the individual 
or groups, and "the definition of the situation, . . . the 
more or less clear conception of the conditions and con­
sciousness of the attitudes."^
Depending on his particular biological constitution 
and social condition, each individual possesses certain atti 
tudes or "tendencies to act" and values or "goals toward
William I. Thomas and Florian Znaniecki, The Polish 
Peasant in Europe and America (republication of second 
edition; New York: Dover Publications, 1958), I, 68.
28
29
2which the action is directed." Both values and attitudes 
are correlated so that "the cause of a value or of an atti­
tude is never an attitude or value alone, but always a 
combination of an attitude and a value.
This study explores the "situations" of youth as they 
are recalled and described by adults reminiscing about their 
adolescent experiences. Therefore, it is concerned pri­
marily with past attitudes of adults— that is, their 
attitudes as adolescents.
For one to understand the situation surrounding the 
commission of a delinquent act, it is necessary to consider 
the role of social control. According to LaPiere, " . . .  all 
men are always and everywhere subject to social control and 
. . . this control is qualitatively the same, whatever the 
size or the form of the society."^ The effectiveness of 
social control is, for LaPiere, the consequences of what he 
calls an "infracultural phenomenon" known as "status need," 
which is neither biological nor cultural, but is "the common 
product of the universal fact that the human animal must, if
^Edmund R. Volkart (ed.), Social Behavior and Person­
ality: Contributions of W. 1. Thomas to Theory and Social
Research (New York: Social Science Research Council, 1951),
pp. 87-88, citing W. I. Thomas, "The Relation of Research to 
the Social Process," in W. F. C. Swann, et al., Essays on 
Research in the Social Sciences (Washington: The Brookings
Institution, 1931), pp. 175-94.
•^Thomas and Znaniecki, op. cit., p. 44.
^Richard T. LaPiere, A Theory of Social Control (New 
York: McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc., 1954), p. 24.
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it is to survive, be fed and otherwise be taken care of in
5some fashion by some human being over many years." At 
first this dependency is biological, but it becomes a 
psychological dependency as the child grows up. This psy­
chological dependency upon others forms the basis for the 
individual's need for status. Regard for status may vary 
from group to group and from individual to individual. 
Nonetheless, LaPiere argues, regard for status is important 
in making one subject to social control, which mediates
gbetween the individual and the situation. "Status that is 
sufficiently valued by the individual to constitute the 
basis for effective social control can be conferred only by 
relatively small, intimate, and enduring groups." LaPiere 
calls these groups "status groups."^
This study examines among other things the nature of 
adolescent status groups and their role in the precipitation 
and cessation of disapproved-of acts. More specifically it 
concerns itself primarily with two types of social groups 
(which may be status groups for the respondents), adult- 
sponsored and non-adult-sponsored adolescent groups and the 
control that they exert upon their members.
Underlying Assumptions
The following assumptions underlie the theoretical 
approach to the problem of this study:
^Ibid.. p. 46. ^Ibid.. p. 47. ^Ibid.. p. 99.
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1. Most "law-abiding" adults have at one or more 
times in their adolescence committed disapproved-of acts 
that may or may not have been considered delinquent behavior 
or which may or may not be considered delinquent behavior 
today.
2. Delinquent behavior, like all human behavior, is 
a culturally patterned consequence of the symbolic inter­
action among individuals. Cohen and Short observe that cur­
rent sociological theories assume that delinquency "repre­
sents conformity to a set of culturally defined role 
expectations and . . . these cultural definitions are in the 
nature of traditions that exhibit a high degree of stability 
and persistence. . . .
Hypotheses
Because this study analyzes variables already found 
significantly associated with delinquency, no new hypotheses 
are suggested. Instead, this study was indirectly guided by 
the well-verified research hypotheses of earlier studies. It 
was assumed that all of the independent variables would be 
associated with delinquency and its termination. There were, 
however, some predictions pertaining to differentials in 
delinquent behavior for each of the two samples.
First, it was predicted that lawyers would report more 
adolescent and preadult delinquency than ministers.
®Cohen and Short, op. cit.. p. 104.
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Second, it was predicted that lawyers would experience 
a greater percentage drop in delinquency in preadulthood 
than would ministers.
Some Relevant Questions
The following are among the questions that guided 
this investigation:
1. How do the child's status groups affect the 
development of delinquent behavior?
2. What are the roles of religion, extra-curricular 
activities, and recreational facilities in the development 
of delinquent behavior?
3. How do the consequences of delinquent behavior 
affect future disapproved-of behavior?
4. How does age of occupational choice affect the 
extent of delinquent behavior?
5. What, if any, unique characteristics set middle- 
class delinquency apart from working-class delinquency?
II. CONCEPTS
In addition to the concepts of social situation, social 
control, and status groups, two other concepts are employed 
in this study. They are "career" and "delinquent behavior."
Career
The key concept in this study is "career," which was 
originally developed in studies of occupations. As used in 
these studies, the concept refers to the "sequence of
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movements from one position to another in an occupational
Qsystem made by an individual who works in that system." In 
this study the term "career" will be used in a more general 
sense to refer to the sequence of movements from one social 
situation to another. Thus, we shall not be concerned here 
with an individual's professional career but with the patterns 
of his social behavior during adolescence and preadulthood, 
with emphasis on a sequence of movements toward, as well as 
away from, delinquent activities.
Delinquent Act
A delinquent act refers to a deviation from the con­
duct norms of adults, whether or not the deviation was 
detected by official authorities. The conduct may or may 
not support the legal norms.•L0 We define a "delinquent act" 
as a unit of behavior that the respondent reports in the 
interview to have been disapproved-of by adults in the com­
munity where he lived as an adolescent and a preadult,
®See Everett C. Hughes, Men and Their Work (New York: 
The Free Press of Glencoe, 1958), pp. 56-57, 102-15, and 157- 
68; Oswald Hall, "The Stages of the Medical Career," American 
Journal of Sociology. CIII (March, 1948), 243-53; and Howard 
S. Becker and Anselm L. Strauss, "Careers, Personality, and 
Adult Socialization," American Journal of Sociology. CXII 
(November, 1956), 253-63.
^Originally the author referred to delinquency with 
the term "disapproved-of behavior," somehow feeling that a 
name change would be helpful in directing our attention from 
official delinquency to undetected delinquency. But calling 
delinquency by another name is superficial and perhaps irre­
levant. What is needed is a redefinition of the concept 
delinquency.
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whether or not he was adjudicated as a delinquent .'*''*'
A non-legal definition of delinquency is preferred
for four reasons.
First, it broadens the limits of our understanding of 
12deviant behavior.
Second, it must be recalled that this study is con­
cerned with factors in the development of self-reported 
delinquent behavior. Why the respondents did not become 
official delinquents, consequently, is a problem for another 
study. For this reason we maintain that it is unnecessary 
to use a legal definition and questions such as, "Would
•*--*-A slight inconsistency arises here from the design 
of the interview schedule, which calls for the respondent to 
study a list of commonly "disapproved-of acts" and to check 
those that he committed as an adolescent, even though some 
of these acts, according to his own report, may have been 
fully approved of by the adults in his locale— , adoles­
cents 1 drinking alcoholic beverages. In this instance the 
"delinquent act" is not defined by the norms of adults in 
the respondent's own community but by norms of adults through­
out the continental United States. The definition of 
delinquency given above is similar to Sophia M. Robison's 
definition, which considers delinquency as "any behavior 
which a_ given community considers in conflict with its best 
interests. whether or not the offender has been brought to 
court." [emphasis hers] Quoted from her book, Juvenile 
Delinquency: Its Nature and Control (New York: Holt, Rine­
hart and Winston, 1961), p. 11.
•*-̂ For discussions of sociological definitions of crime 
see, for example, Thorsten Sellin, "Culture, Conflict and 
Crime," New York: Social Science Research Council Bulletin
41, 1938, pp. 17-32; J. Makarewicz, Einfuhrung in die 
Philosophie des Strafrechts (Stuttgart: Enke, 1906), pp.
79-80; Florian Znaniecki, "Social Research in Criminology,'1 
Sociology and Social Research, XII (March-April, 1928), 207- 
22. For a discussion of the inadequacy of the legal defini­
tion of crime in social research see Florian Znaniecki. Social 
Actions (New York: Farrar and Rinehart, 1936)# pp. 350-52.
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these acts have been considered serious today?" or "Did 
these youngsters commit acts that are included in the Uniform 
Crime Report of Arrests?" and many others can be eliminated 
because they are irrelevant.
Third, the legal definition is inadequate because it 
recognizes only those acts that are officially adjudicated 
as delinquent. Technically, the legal definition implies 
that an offense is not a juvenile act nor the offender a 
juvenile delinquent until adjudged so by the juvenile court. 
The delinquent behavior of most of the respondents was 
largely undetected and, therefore, would be excluded by a 
legal definition. The non-legal definition recognizes both 
official and non-official delinquency.
Fourth, the legal definition includes primarily 
behavior that is antisocial in content. The non-legal 
definition includes objectively antisocial behavior as well 
as behavior that, while it is not approved, is not anti­
social— , cigarette smoking.
Ill. THE SETTING OF THE STUDY
Data-Collection site
The lawyers and ministers who participated in this 
study practiced in a Southern capital city with a metro­
politan population of about 265,000. Henceforth, the locale 
will be known as Capital City. Like other state capitals, 
Capital City abounds in practicing attorneys. All of them 
consider themselves civil lawyers, although a few will
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occasionally take a criminal case.
The two predominant religious denominations in Capital 
City are the Catholic and Baptist faiths.
Economically Capital City depends on its large univer­
sity, its petrochemical industries, and, of course, the state 
government.
Selection of the Sample
To achieve a representative sample, first one must 
precisely define the universe. Second, the lists of the 
universe must be as complete and accurate as possible. Third, 
the universe must be as complete and accurate as possible. 
Fourth, the sample must be drawn systematically and without 
bias so that it reflects the universe accurately.
The Career Patterns Project, which financed a portion 
of this study, required only that the universe consist of 
men between the ages of 30 and 60. ^  The nature of this 
study, however, requires a much more detailed definition of 
two universes. As much as possible these two universes 
should be similar in education, locale of professional 
practice, professional status, and race. By holding con­
stant these four factors, which might be related to delinquent 
behavior, the researcher might investigate other variables
13The mean age of the lawyers, according to age at 
last birthday, is 42.26 years and of the ministers 44.35. 
One minister was slightly over 60 at the time he was inter­
viewed, but at the time he was selected for the study he 
was less than 60 years of age.
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associated with delinquency. Marital status was also held 
constant where possible, not to eliminate a possible bias, 
but simply to increase the possibility of a follow-up study 
of the sons of respondents in this study.
Both the universes of lawyers and ministers, then, 
included only men who were Caucasian and married or who had 
been married and between the ages of 30 and 60 at the time 
the sample was selected.
To hold constant as much as possible education, 
locale of professional practice, and professional status, 
other requirements for each universe were added.
Lawyers in the universe must:
1. Be full-time practitioners registered with the 
state bar association. (Excluded are government officials,, 
full-time corporation lawyers, and law professors.)
2. Have their offices within the limits of Capital
City.
Ministers in the universe must:
1. Be engaged in full-time ministerial duties.
2. Be associated with one or more churches within 
the limits of Capital City.
3. Be ordained. This requirement limited the reli­
gious faiths represented to those requiring ordination for 
their religious leaders. In Capital City these consist of 
the Methodist, Episcopal, Baptist, Presbyterian, Lutheran,
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Roman Catholic, and Jewish religions.14
The last requirement for ministers has a two-fold 
purpose:
1. Ordination limits the study to professional 
ministers, distinguishing them from lay ministers.
2. Ordination for most religious faiths requires 
approximately the amount of formal education required of a 
lawyer (about seven years beyond high school), thus 
equalizing— or approximately so— the educational requirement 
for the two universes.
After defining the universes, the investigator's next 
concern was that the lists of the universes be complete. He 
took every precaution to include the names of all individuals 
who qualified to be included in the universe— and only those 
names. He cross-checked his lists to make them inclusive, 
accurate, and up to date.
The list of attorneys who compose one universe was 
secured by the following steps:
1. The Capital City county clerk of court furnished, 
on request, a current list of attorneys and their office 
addresses.
Only Baptist ministers whose churches were members 
of the state Judson Baptist Association were included in the 
universe. The Johnson Baptist Association includes only the 
"straight line" Baptist churches and not the splinter churches, 
most of which do not require ordination and whose ministers, 
generally, are not of the professional status comparable to 
the other ministers in the sample.
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2. This list was cross-checked using the telephone 
directory and information from qualified informants such as 
the president of the Bar Association. Names of lawyers new 
to the locality were added, and names of individuals who had 
moved their offices outside the city limits were excluded.
The remainder of the process involved the elimination 
of names on the basis of age, race, marital status, and 
part-time practice.
. 3. Age was easily determined by referring to the 
State Law Directory, which gives the birth date of almost 
every lawyer in the state. Informants were used to determine 
the ages of lawyers not included in the State Law Directory. 
Names of those individuals then who were under 30 and over 
60 at the time the list of the universe was compiled were 
eliminated.
4. Non-married lawyers were eliminated with the 
assistance of a well-informed non-married female attorney of 
Capital City, and her information was further cross-checked 
with other informants.
5. The President of the Bar Association of Capital 
City assisted the investigator in eliminating non-white 
attorneys, government officials, corporation lawyers, law 
professors, and deceased attorneys.
From the original list of the clerk of court, which 
included 300 names, 172 lawyers qualified to be included in 
the universe.
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To secure a complete list of ministers a more compli­
cated procedure was developed. It included the following 
steps:
1. A list of ministers for each of the religious 
denominations to be represented in the study was compiled.
The telephone directory supplied the initial listing of 
Protestant ministers, Catholic priests, and Jewish rabbis.
2. An index card was prepared for each minister. It 
contained his name, religious affiliation, and the church he 
currently served.
3. Cards were grouped according to religious denom­
ination .
4. Each list was cross-checked for omissions. The 
Capital City Ministerial Association provided a listing for 
cross-checking the Protestant ministers and Jewish rabbis.
The list of Baptists was further cross-checked with the list 
of the Baptist Judson Association. The list of Catholic 
priests was cross-checked with the aid of the Bishop's 
assistant. Information provided by Capital City ministers 
of each religious denomination was used as a further check 
on the inclusiveness of the lists.
5. Names of individuals who did not meet the require­
ments of the universe were eliminated.
Out of a total of about 132 white ministers in Capital 
City only 68 qualified for the universe of ministers. Of 
these 68 ministers, 22 were Baptists, 22 Catholics, 10 
Methodists, five Episcopalians, five Presbyterians,
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three Lutherans, and one a Jew.
After defining the universes and ascertaining their 
completeness the investigator faced the problem of selecting 
his samples. To secure a representative sample, the investi­
gator must use a systematic mechanical procedure of drawing 
the sample, one that is easy to carry out and does not 
create biases. This procedure involves the selection of 
cases at random, a process that gives equal probability of 
selection to every unit in the universes. Sampling in this 
study involved two techniques, simple random sampling and 
stratified random sampling. Since this study involves a 
comparison of two professional groups, the samples selected
from each universe were of equal size— 50 lawyers and 50
. . 15ministers.
The systematic procedure for sampling the lawyers 
involved the following stepss
1. Numbers were assigned to each name in the lists 
of lawyers and ministers.
2. Numbered cards corresponding to lawyers' names 
were shuffled in a box.
3. Cards were then selected at random. Every other 
selection was designated as an alternate for the preceding 
selection.
15The figure 100 was arbitrarily set by the project 
director, Dr. Sophia M. Robison, who used these interviews 
as part of the Career Patterns Project. Actually, while 100 
interviews were completed, two, both with ministers, had to 
be deleted because the poor quality of the mechanical 
recording made transcribing impossible.
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The same procedure was used for the selection of the 
ministerial sample except that the sample was stratified on 
the basis of religion. From each religious group a propor­
tionate random sample and list of alternates was selected in
16much the same way as described above for lawyers.
While there was an alternate for each lawyer in the 
sample, only 18 alternates were available for the group of 
50 ministers.
Representativeness of the Sample
According to Goode and Hatt, "There are only two basic
requirements for sampling procedure to fulfill. A sample
17must be representative, and it must be adequate." The 
second requirement, that of the adequacy of the sample, 
refers to the size of the sample in terms of reliability.
First to be considered will be the problem of repre­
sentativeness of the sample, then the adequacy of the sample. 
The representativeness of the sample is affected by the 
number of alternates used. Every attempt was made to use 
the original sample where at all possible.
There were no refusals among the alternates in the 
lawyers' sample. If a ministerial alternate refused or could
16In the sample of ministers there are 16 Baptists,
16 Catholics, seven Methodists, four Episcopalians, four 
Presbyterians, two Lutherans, and one Jew.
-*-7William J. Goode and Paul K. Hatt, Methods in 
Social Research (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1952),
p. 213.
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not be contacted, his successor was interviewed. Successors 
were interviewed also in cases in which the originally 
selected participant refused or no alternates were avail­
able.18
Adequacy of the Sample
Besides representativeness, another problem associated
with the selection of the sample, as mentioned earlier, is
its adequacy. According to Goode and Hatt, "A sample is
adequate when it is of sufficient size to allow confidence
19in the stability of its characteristics." The adequacy of 
the sample may be planned far in advance in some circumstances
pusing the Parten formula, Ng = (crZ/T) , and it may be evalu­
ated after the study is completed using the standard error 
formula.
18A11 of the respondents interviewed practiced within 
the city limits of Capital City except for one, a lawyer who 
had moved his practice to a nearby suburb of Capital City 
after the sample was selected. Originally he had practiced 
in Capital City. It was necessary to use 10 alternates for 
the lawyers. Reasons for using alternates include outright 
refusals and failure to qualify for the sample because they 
held political offices. (A few had come to hold political 
offices after the sample was selected.) The mobility of the 
ministers presented another problem. Many had moved out of 
state before an interview could be arranged. For some 
ministers two and even three alternates were contacted unsuc­
cessfully. A total of nine original alternates could be 
contacted and interviewed. In four cases the successors of 
the ministers originally selected were used. Most of the 13 
substitutes in the ministerial sample were replacements for 
ministers who had moved from the research area.
19Goode and Hatt, loc. cit.
44
Use of the Parten formula requires a considerable 
amount of information concerning the universe in order 
accurately to plan the size of a sample. The researcher 
must be able to estimate accurately the standard deviation 
of his universe, decide upon the range of permissible error, 
and know the level of probability necessary for the range of 
variation. None of these variables could be estimated by 
the investigator; so the sample sizes had to be decided on 
the basis of practical considerations rather than by statis­
tical probability.^0
Interview Schedule
The interview schedule (see Appendix B) employed in
this study was developed by the Career Patterns Project,
Institute of Behavioral and Social Sciences, Adelphi 
21College. Essentially, it is a structured depth interview,
^standard deviation and standard error statistics 
could have been used as an ex post facto test of the adequacy 
of the samples of this study. Had the parameters of the 
samples been much larger and, consequently, had there been 
greater discrepancies between the sample sizes and the popu­
lations, such statistics may have been necessary. In this 
study almost all of the ministers were interviewed and almost 
one-third of the lawyers. With samples so large in relation­
ship to the universes, adequacy tests seemed superfluous.
2^In April, 1962, the author was contacted by Dr. 
Sophia M. Robison, Director of the Career Patterns Project 
to interview a sample of men in Capital City using the Career 
Patterns Project interview schedule. At that time the first 
draft of the interview schedule had been completed. The 
author was invited to criticize it and to add or delete 
questions. However, the final draft used in this study 
incorporated few of the authors' considerations.
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consisting of 75 closed- and open-ended questions, designed
to take an hour and a half to two hours to administer. How-
22ever, many of the interviews took much longer.
The schedule focuses primarily on the respondent's 
adolescent experiences and attitudes. Secondarily, it ques­
tions his adult attitudes toward crime, delinquency, and 
child-rearing practices. This study is restricted to certain 
questions regarding the adolescent experiences and attitudes 
of the respondents.
Open-ended questions required several probes, especially 
those questions that stimulated recall of delinquent acts.
For each delinquent act mentioned by the respondent the 
interviewer probed to determine how the respondent happened 
to commit the act, the age at which he started, how often he 
committed it, whether he was alone or with others, what the
consequences were, the age at which the respondent stopped,
23and why he stopped.
Often delinquent acts were mentioned early in the 
interview schedule, which asks for general information about 
the respondent's boyhood, especially the period between 12
^The length of the interviews averaged two hours.
The shortest was one hour; the longest, four hours. While 
the interview was structured, the respondent was allowed to 
give his answers out of order with respect to the sequence 
of the questions. Many of the general questions at the 
beginning of the interview often elicited answers to later 
questions, necessitating a careful editing of each interview.
2^These questions were not always asked in this 
particular order.
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and 18 years of age. For example, several disapproved-of 
acts were spontaneously elicited by the question, "when you 
were a teen-ager, what kind(s) of activities did you partici­
pate in in your neighborhood?" Toward the middle of the 
interview more direct questions concerning delinquent 
behavior were asked. First two general questions (32 and 33) 
were asked. T?hese were followed by a check-list of 18 
delinquent offenses, ranging from playing hookey to taking 
drugs.^ The respondent was asked to note those acts that he 
committed between the ages of 12 and 18. For each new act 
admitted to by the respondent, probes similar to the ones 
mentioned above were used. The same check-list of activities 
was read to the respondent a second time in order to deter­
mine the frequency and types of acts committed after age 18. 
Here, however, no probes were used.
Contacting- and Interviewing Respondents
Respondents were initially contacted by a mailing that
^^The items in this check-list are similar to the ones 
employed by F. Ivan Nye and James F. Short, Jr. in their 
study, "Scaling Delinquent Behavior," American Sociological 
Review, XXII (June, 1957), 326-31. The list of offenses con­
sisted of: (1) playing hookey from school? (2) running away 
from home; (3) sneaking into movies or circus? (4) showing 
disrespect for elders; (5) defying teachers or principal;
(6) cheating on exams; (7) setting fires; (8) swiping things 
just for kicks; (9) taking auto parts; (10) taking a 
stranger's car? (11) drinking beer? (12) gambling? (13) 
damaging construction or property? (14) stealing money, 
valuables, and equipment from buildings? (15) beating up 
strangers; (16) participating in gang fights? (17) using 
narcotics? (18) smoking cigarettes. In addition there was a 
category labeled "other."
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included a photocopied letter introducing the researcher 
written by the President of the Capital City Ministerial or Bar
Association; a letter of explanation from the author; and a
stamped, self-addressed return postal card on which the 
respondent was to indicate dates for an interview (see
Appendix C). In addition to the contents of this mailing, the
Catholic priests received a special letter of introduction 
from the bishop's assistant. At intervals during the inter­
viewing periods groups of 10 respondents each were sent sets
of letters, until by the end of the interviewing periods all
25100 respondents had received letters. By staggering the 
mailing of letters the investigator had ample time to follow 
up the letters with telephone calls before the prospective 
respondents forgot about the study. Definite appointments 
were made by phone.
All interviewing was done by the author in the 
respondents' homes or offices, whichever they felt to be more 
convenient and private. In no case were others besides the 
interviewer and interviewee involved in the interview 
situation.
Since the respondents were professionals and accus­
tomed to private consultations, most of them appreciated the
25The first forty interviews were completed in the 
summer of 1962. The next sixty were completed in the summer 
of 1963. The Career Patterns Project financed and utilized 
only the first 35 interviews. The Project was to analyze 
the remaining interviews, but lack of funds made this impos­
sible .
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necessity of privacy. There were, of course, interruptions
such as telephone calls, etc. However, for the most part,
privacy and continuity were adequately maintained.
Before the interview was begun, the respondent was
asked if he objected to the use of a tape recorder during
26the interview. Many respondents, especially lawyers, sug­
gested on the telephone that a tape recorder be used to speed 
up the interview.
Explaining the purpose of the study before the inter­
view followed some decision making. At first the author, 
acting on the advice of the director of the Career Patterns 
Project, camouflaged the true purpose of the interview. The 
respondent was told that a description of his adolescent 
experiences would help others to understand some of the 
problems that youth have today (see Interview in Appendix B) . 
However, the five pilot interviews conducted before the 
selection of the sample indicated the inadvisability of such 
a subtle approach. Rather than use only the introduction 
suggested by the Project, the introduction included addi­
tional explanatory statements about the real objectives of 
the study. As a result, it is felt, the respondents gave
26Only one respondent, a minister, refused to be taped. 
He gave no reason, but it is assumed that because of his 
speech defect he preferred not to have his voice recorded. 
Each of the first 40 interviews was entirely mechanically 
recorded. In the other 59 the tape recorder was used only 
to record the lengthy responses to questions involving a 
considerable amount of probing.
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much more candid answers, and since they knew precisely what 
the interviewer was interested in, their answers were usually 
direct, meaningful, and concise— more so than the answers 
given in the pilot study.
After the initial rapport was established, usually 
toward the first quarter of the interview, responses generally 
came with ease. Rapport was often so good that the investi­
gator found it difficult to end the interview.
Dependent Variable
The original design of this study involved the use of 
the Guttman scaling technique to determine if the types of 
delinquent behavior formed a scale. If so, the scale score 
would have been used as the dependent variable. Unfor­
tunately, delinquent behavior in this study did not form a 
scale from less serious to more serious. Consequently, the 
dependent variable in this study is the number of types of
delinquent acts committed by respondents in their 
77adolescence.46'
Independent Variables
Twenty-six independent variables are considered,28
27Types of delinquent acts include the 18 categories
of the delinquency list on page 46. It excludes the "other"
category.
2®A11 of the above variables are considered in Chapter
IV with regard to occupation of the respondents. However,
only those variables that were found to distinguish lawyers
from ministers were considered as independent variables in
the analysis of the dependent variable, type of delinquent.
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Most are concerned with the respondent's life during his 
adolescence. They may be grouped into seven categories as 
follows:
I. General social characteristics of respondent
A. Father's occupation
B. Income of family of origin




A. Size of community
B. Social class of neighborhood
C. Recreational facilities
III. Attitudes toward religion
A. Importance of religion
B. Change in religious feeling, if any
IV. Academic attitudes
A. Negative attitudes toward teachers and their
influence
B. Importance of good grades to father
C. Importance of good grades to mother
D. Interest of teen-age friends in getting good
grades
E. Comparison between respondent's interest in
good grades and that of his teen-age friends
behavior. See Chapter VII. Questions selected for variables 
were limited to those having (1) the most significance to 
the three basic problems of this study; (2) the most complete 
reliable and valid data; and (3) some variation. For the 
most part, only closed-ended questions were coded. Most of 
these closed-ended questions have probe questions (see Inter­
view Schedule, Appendix B).The latter were not coded except 
for the following: change in attitude toward religion,
extra-curricular school activities, hobbies, and membership 
in adult-sponsored groups other than school groups. Not all 
of the closed-ended questions of the interview were followed 
up with probes requiring the respondent to explain his 
answers. Closed-ended questions without explanatory probes 
include those requesting occupation of father or head of 
household, importance of religion, size of community, exis­
tence and use of playground, boys' club house and swimming 
pool, respondent's religious affiliation, generation American, 
income of family or origin, and of family of procreation.
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V. Participation in groups and activities
A. Number and types of extra-curricular school
activities
B. Hobbies or interests and age started
C. Work experience for pay and age started
D. Non-adult-sponsored groups of one or two close
friends and age participation began
E. Non-adult-sponsored groups of four or more
teen-agers and age participation began
F. Membership in adult-sponsored groups other
than school groups
G. Influence of adult-sponsored activities on
ideas of conduct
VI. Relationship with parents
A. Relationship with father
B. Relationship with mother
C. Choice of parental relationship that was
more favorable (i.e.., with mother or with 
father)
VII. Getting caught by the police
29This chapter has outlined the methodology. In the 
following chapter lawyers and ministers are compared in terms 
of the above independent variables.
9QMore elaboration and reference to the methodology is 
made in the following chapters.
CHAPTER IV
A DESCRIPTIVE COMPARISON OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS ON THE 
BASIS OF SELECTED INDIVIDUAL, SITUATIONAL,
AND BEHAVIORAL VARIABLES
I. INTRODUCTION
The following esqploration of the independent variables 
of this study (see Chapter III) provides background informa­
tion on the respondents and shows how the variables are 
interrelated. Since most of the closed-ended probe questions 
were not coded, uncoded data of the first 36 interviews is 
qualitatively analyzed.
II. ORGANIZATION OF THE VARIABLES
The independent variables may be organized into three 
categories: the individual, the sociocultural situation,
and non-delinquent behavior.
Yinger, who favors a field view of behavior, suggests
that:
. . . sociology and anthropology can isolate the 
social systems most highly correlated with delin­
quency; they can describe the cultural and sub­
cultural values and the group processes that 
support it.1
■*-J. Milton Yinger, Toward a Field Theory of Behavior: 
Personality and Social Structure (New York: McGraw-Hill
Book Co., 1965), p. 237.
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He concludes, "Delinquency will occur when delinquent-
prone individuals are found in situations that facilitate
2illegal expression of their tendencies."
Since the lawyers and ministers of this study reported 
behavior that was chiefly conventional, this chapter looks 
into the inverse of that hypothesis— that non-delinquency 
will occur when non-delinquent-prone individuals are found 
in situations that facilitate legal expression of their 
tendencies.
We shall at least partially describe the social and 
psychological (individual) systems and how they relate to 
behavior, especially non-delinquent or conventional behavior.
Ill. THE INDIVIDUAL
Equally as important as the situation in field theory 
is the abstract individual. As Reckless points out,"we do 
not know what the individual is without the situation and we 
do not know what the situation is without the individual."3
We shall examine here the following information about 
the individual during his adolescence: (1) when he definitely
decided upon his occupation, (2) his interest in good grades, 
(3) religious affiliation, (4) his view of religion, (5) any 
changes in religious feelings during adolescence, (6)
^Ibid., p. 238.
^Ibid., p. 237, quoted from Walter C. Reckless, The 
Crime Problem (New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc.,
1950), p. 80.
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motivation for working, (7) how he felt about work, and (8) 
how he used the money.^
Age of definite occupational choice. Each respondent 
was asked, "How old were you when you definitely decided on 
an occupation?" (See Table 1.)^ Most of the ministers (31) 
and 22 of the lawyers made their decisions at 18 years of 
age or older. Nine lawyers and only two ministers answered 
"don't know.
For most of the respondents vocational choice could 
have had no effect on behavior before age 18, since the 
majority of the respondents (53) made their decisions at 18 
or older. Indeed, as seen in Chapter V, age of occupational 
decision was found not associated with delinquent behavior 
during adolescence. However, among the nineteen ministers 
who did make their vocational decision before 18, many 
associated their change in adolescent religious feelings
4Questions related to all of the above topics required 
the respondent to recall as much as possible his attitudes 
during the age period 12-18, hot his adult attitudes. None­
theless, all of the topics above were probably tempered to 
some extent by adult attitudes and did involve some intro­
spection. Answers concerning the questions associated with 
the last three topics were not coded for the 98 interviews 
and are probe questions really associated with the closed- 
ended question concerning work experience which is discussed 
under non-delinquent behavior.
CIf more than one age was given, the oldest age was 
coded. In a few cases, respondents gave a span of years.
For these the median age was coded.
^The higher number of "don't know" among lawyers than 
ministers makes it difficult to determine how much difference 
actually exists between the two groups.
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TABLE I
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES FOR LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS FOR THE QUESTION, "HOW OLD WERE YOU WHEN 






# % # %
Age:
12 or under 4 8.0 3 6.3
13 5 10.0 1 2.1
14 1 2.0 2 4.2
15 1 2.0 3 6.3
16 3 6.0 3 6.3
17 5 10.0 3 6.3
18 5 10.0 5 10.4
19 2 4.0 7 14.6
20 2 4.0 2 4.2
21 13 26.0 17 35.4
Don11 know or 
No answer 9 18.0 2 4.2
♦Because of rounding errors the percentages of this 
table and the following may be slightly less or more than 
100 per cent.
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’• with their choice of the ministry at this time.
Interest of respondents in getting- good grades as 
compared with peers. The overwhelming majority of both 
lawyers and ministers expressed interest either greater than 
or comparable to that of their peers. (See Table II.) Only • 
two lawyers and three ministers said they were less inter­
ested.
The attitudes of the respondents concerning grades 
are a direct function of their parents' attitudes, although 
peer group attitudes seem to play a secondary role.
Paternal interest in respondents' grades. In response 
to the question, "How much difference did it make to your 
father whether or not you got good marks in school?" (see 
Table III), 25 lawyers and 18 ministers responded a "great 
difference." Seven more ministers (18) than lawyers (11) 
stated that it made only some difference. Generally the 
fathers stressed good grades but did not demand that their 
sons get the best grades. The stress seemed on obtaining an 
"education" rather than on getting grades. Often lacking 
education themselves, the fathers valued it for their sons.
One respondent emphasized his father's attitude toward
grades and education:
. . . he said many times that education was the 
greatest thing that ever happened to this country 
and always insisted that we should get all the 
education we could. He never failed to say a good 
word when I brought home a good report card, and 
if I got too low, he'd let me know that he didn't 
like it. He was the kind who didn't mind applying
57
TABLE II
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS FOR THE QUESTION, "ROUGHLY SPEAKING, WOULD 
YOU SAY YOU WERE MORE OR LESS INTERESTED THAN 



















30 60.0 2 4.0 16 32.0 2 4.0 0 0.0
Ministers
(48)
19 39.6 3 6.3 23 47.9 1 2.1 2 4.2
Chi-square = 3.84. Significant at the .05 level of 
confidence.
Note: To test for differences, it was necessary to
combine Columns 2 and 3 and omit Columns 4 and 5.
TABLE III
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "HOW 
MUCH DIFFERENCE DID IT MAKE TO YOUR FATHER WHETHER OR NOT YOU GOT GOOD MARKS IN 























25 50.0 11 22.0 3 6.0 4 8.0 3 6.0 4 8.0 0 0.0
Ministers(48) 18 37.5 18 37.5 4 8.3 4 8.3 0 0.0 3 6.3 1 2.1
in00
59
the paddle, although he never had to do that to me 
because of school work. But he did for other 
things.
This emphasis on working up to capacity was especially
evident among lawyers who stated that "good" grades made only
some difference to their parents. One remarked:
He did not make an issue of it. Their [parents'] 
feeling was that if I did my best and made a "C" 
that's all that could really be expected of me.
But if I did not do my best and made a "C," then 
that was not the best I could do and it wasn't 
good enough.
For some of the interviewees, education and getting 
good grades were merely "taken for granted" by them and 
their parents. Good grades were obtained so frequently that 
the parents never had cause to express concern.
Respondents were queried also on mothers' attitudes 
toward grades. (See Table IV.) Mothers and fathers differed 
slightly in their concern, the lawyers and ministers re­
called. Twenty-seven lawyers and 22 ministers reported that 
good grades made a "great difference" to their mothers.
(Most often it was mothers who helped with homework.) The 
answers were couched in much the same terms used for the 
fathers above. Notice how similar to the remarks above is 
this minister's description of his mother's attitude:
She would have been very concerned [that is, if the 
respondent received low grades. So often were his 
grades high that he really didn't know exactly how 
his parents would react if he were to receive low 
grades]. The grades that I made were considered to 
be good. But they encouraged me to do better. But 
they didn't push me to do that. . . .  I was never 
bribed into making good grades.
TABLE IV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "HOW 
MUCH DIFFERENCE DID IT MAKE TO YOUR MOTHER WHETHER OR NOT YOU GOT GOOD MARKS IN 























27 54.0 12 24.0 3 6.0 2 4.0 2 4.0 3 6.0 1 2.0
Ministers
(48)
22 45.8 21 43.8 1 2.1 2 4.2 0 0.0 2 4.2 0 0.0
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Concern with grades was really not an especially 
significant aspect in the relationship between parents and 
sons, since grades were usually good. Children were rewarded 
and encouraged to do better, but most really had little 
opportunity to directly experience their parents' attitudes. 
Most respondents simply had to imagine how their parents 
would react in hypothetical circumstances.
There seems to be some evidence (compare Tables II 
and V) that both lawyers and ministers received some rein­
forcement in their attitudes toward getting good grades from 
their peers, especially ministers. Nineteen of the ministers 
described their teen-age companions as being very interested 
in getting good grades; six of the lawyers but only one of 
the ministers thought of their friends as "not at all 
interested in getting good grades." For ministers, then, the 
peer group may have acted much more as a reinforcer of their 
own high regard for good grades. Note in Table II that 
ministers more frequently compared themselves with their 
peers as equally as interested as they in getting good 
grades (23). On the other hand, only 16 of the lawyers said 
that they were equally interested and 30 said they were more 
interested in getting good grades than their friends in con­
trast to 19 of the ministers.
Religious affiliation. Although the sample of lawyers 
was not stratified on the basis of religion as. was the sample 
of ministers, remarkable similarities in religious
TABLE V
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "BY AND 
LARGE, HOW INTERESTED WERE YOUR TEEN-AGE FRIENDS IN GETTING GOOD MARKS IN 
SCHOOL— VERY INTERESTED, SOMEWHAT INTERESTED, NOT VERY 
























10 20.0 23 46.0 7 14,0 6 12.0 4 8.0 0 0.0
Ministers
(48)




7representation occur. The Baptist and Catholic relxgxons 
predominate in both groups, though the lawyers number five 
fewer in Baptists and four fewer in Catholics. Episcopal 
church affiliation is found more than twice as much among 
lawyers as among ministers. There are two more Presbyterians 
and one more Jew found among lawyers than among ministers 
(see Table VI). Two lawyers reported no religious affilia­
tion.
Importance of religion. Significant differences at 
.01 level of confidence utilizing the chi-square test of 
significance were discovered when analyzing the importance 
of religion (see Table VII). Respondents were queried, 
"Generally, how important was religion to you during your 
adolescent years— very important, somewhat important, fairly 
important, not at all important?" Although the majority of 
ministers (37) indicated "very important," a mere 17 lawyers 
considered religion as "very important."
Ministers might have felt that because they were 
ministers it was expected of them to describe their adoles­
cent feelings toward religion as "very important." Thus, 
perhaps they exaggerated the significance of religion to 
them as youngsters. More information concerning their 
religious feelings was obtained by queries concerning their
^Religious affiliation during adolescence was the one 
recorded. A few Protestant lawyers converted to Catholicism 
when they married Catholics. They were coded as Protestants.
TABLE VI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS 
AND THEIR RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION
Religious Affiliation
Respondents
Baptist Episcopal Luthern 


















22.0 10 20.0 0 0.0 6 12.0 6 12.0 1 2.0 12 24.0 2 4.0 2 4.0
Ministers 16 
(48)
33.3 3 6.3 2 4.2 6 12.5 4 8.3 0 0.0 16 33.3 1 2.1 0 0.0
4*
TABLE VII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS FOR THE QUESTION, 




















17 34.0 20 40.0 5 10.0 2 4.0 4 8.0 2 4.0
Ministers
(48)
37 77.1 7 14.6 3 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.1
I
Chi-square = 15.14. Significant at the .01 level.
Note: To utilize the chi-square test, it was necessary to construct a 2 x 2 table




religious change during the period of adolescence. Much the 
same kind of favorable attitude was found, especially among 
ministers.
Adolescent change in religious feelings. Most of the 
lawyers (34) but only 19 of the ministers reported no change 
in their religious feelings during adolescence. (See Table
VIII.) Of the 34 (11 lawyers and 23 ministers) who did 
change, most of them changed positively and most of those 
who changed positively were ministers.8 a positive change 
in religious attitude involved a heightening in religious 
feelings, which for many of the ministers, who decided upon 
their occupation before 18, paralleled occupational com­
mitment to the ministry or priesthood. For example, one 
Baptist minister described his change in religious feelings 
in the following words:
I'm sure indirectly my decision of a vocation is the 
way I changed. . . .I'm sure there was some feeling 
of guilt that made me think more seriously about this 
than I would have about some crisis that pushed me 
into it. I thought of religion and vocation all in the 
same breath during this time— that God has purpose.
The influence of family and pastors is noted by another
Baptist minister explaining his positive change toward
religion at about the age of 15:
8if there was more than one change in religious atti­
tude during adolescence, only the earliest change was coded.
TABLE VIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES FOR THE QUESTION,"WAS THERE ANY 
TIME DURING YOUR ADOLESCENCE WHEN YOUR RELIGIOUS FEELINGS 
UNDERWENT A CHANGE? IN WHAT WAY CHANGED? "











(50) 2 2.0 9 18.0 34 68.0 1 2.0 5 10.0
Ministers
(48) 12 25.1 3 4.2 19 39.6 8 16.7 6 12.5
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It [religion] began to concern me about the age 15 
and I began to realize that there was something 
more that I was supposed to be doing. Well, I was 
influenced by family and pastors. I had a real 
close relationship with pastors at my home church 
in the past and I think that this relationship 
caused me to think more about the ministry. I 
would say that my Dad had more influence than any 
other person.
The strong influence of the peer group is noted by a
Baptist minister who claimed he became a "Christian" at 16
as a consequence of an Evangelistic campaign, but his peer
group continued to have an influence on his behavior. About
his change in behavior, he explains:
. . . and I accepted Christ as my Savior and I 
really felt like the Lord was with me, but the 
reason there was not too much change in my life 
is that the environmental situation— I mean my 
parents— didn't encourage me any. We didn't 
have a minister at home and the group of young 
people that I was associating with were far from 
living a Christian life. And rather than feel 
such an outcast of the group— I knew that I would 
be more or less persecuted, you know, if I really 
took a stand for Christ. So I really didn't put 
forth too much effort to live a Christian life 
until after I was married (at 21). . . . These 
young people that I was running around with was 
[sic] very far from being high moral character in 
my estimate now. They cursed and swore and told 
dirty jokes and drank and ran around with every 
girl that they could run around with and just a 
general run-of-the-mill love of the flesh, you 
might say.
Of the eleven lawyers who did report a change in 
religious feelings, most of them (9) reported a negative 
change (only three ministers gave the same answer). A nega­
tive change in attitude toward religion involved a turning 
away from religion to an agnostic or atheistic position.
Most of the negative change in religious attitudes among
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lawyers occurred in the age period 16-18, the same age period 
that much delinquent behavior occurred. For many lawyers, 
their negative feelings toward religion developed in their 
first year of college. About his agnostic feelings, a lawyer 
said:
Well, I think that when I was in college I toyed 
with the idea of being an agnostic— I guess most 
thinking people do— I think sometime in your 
thinking process you go wondering and asking 
questions to yourself. I did at any rate . . .  
after I thought it out thoroughly, I decided that 
the questions I was trying to get the answers to 
were kind of answers themselves. Of course, if I 
could answer all the questions, I would have been 
God myself, and that would have proved that there 
wasn't any God. Probably the fact that I couldn't 
answer them didn't contradict what I had already 
been taught that there was a supreme being.
The answer of the one Jewish rabbi in the study illustrates 
the confusion and conflict of religious ideas during adoles­
cence. His answer was coded as "unclassifiable." Both 
negative and positive feelings toward religion were indicated. 
Generally the respondent during adolescence came to disdain 
reform Judaism and grew more Orthodox in his approach to
QJudaism. He commented:
I always felt as I grew older that Reform Judaism 
was more of a product of social advancement than 
of religious preference. We were not Orthodox—  
my parents belonged to the Haskalah Movement 
(Enlightenment Movement in Russia), which believed 
that one should become interested in the culture 
of the country of which one is a part. Reform 
Judaism is a matter of convenience rather than 
faith. . . . The temple I went to was a haven of 
self-hatred. . . . All ceremonial objects were put
^He is a Reform Rabbi; however, of the two Reform 
Temples in Capital City, his is the more traditional.
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in a case . . . objects related to past and had no 
relation to me and the beauty I was looking for and 
the rootedness of a tradition.
Attitude toward work. Respondents who had worked 
during adolescence were asked the following probe questions 
that were not coded: (1) Why did you work? (2) How did you
feel about working? (3) Were your parents for or against 
your working? and (4) How did you use the money?
Most of the 36 respondents of the sample who worked 
did so to earn spending money, not because they had to work, 
but because their peers were working or because parents or 
other relatives encouraged them to work to gain experience 
and to keep out of trouble. Work for most of the respondents, 
then, was not a necessity, but was participated in largely 
for the value it might have on the personality of the 
adolescents.
Peer group expectations motivated many to work, even 
though work was not economically necessary. One lawyer 
worked, "because if you didn't have a job at that time you 
were just sort of looked upon as not respected by your 
comrades— everybody worked."
A few worked because of economic necessity. Nonethe­
less, working did not seem to interfere with their enjoyment 
of adolescence. For many, work was enjoyable because it 
gave them a feeling of independence.
All but two (both ministers) of the sample of 36 men 
answered that their parents were "for" their working. The
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Protestant ethic, with its emphasis on work as a good in 
itself, and the desire to earn extra money for luxuries 
prompted most of the respondents to work during their 
adolescence. One set of parents opposed to their son's 
working were really disturbed because he had to work through 
economic necessity. For the respondent, working at this age 
was "an embarrassing situation." As he explains it, "That 
is one of the things that almost caused me not to go back to 
school. When it got to where I could work full time in the 
summer, I rather enjoyed it."
The other respondent whose parents were against his 
working "wanted to get out [to work] just for the experi­
ence ." Though his parents were opposed to his working they 
required that he contribute his wages to a "family pool" for 
the general support of the family.
Money was spent on extra clothing, bicycles, college 
tuition, automobiles and on dating. Work was seen as a means 
of eventually obtaining the material possessions of life. 
Imbued with the Protestant ethic stressing the value of 
thrift and saving, the respondents restrained their 
immediate needs.'*'®
Contrast this with the value of short-run hedonism 
stressed by Albert K. Cohen as a characteristic of the 
delinquent gang, which he argues has its flowering in the 
lower class. See his book, Delinquent Boys: The Culture of 
the Gang (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 1955).
IV. THE SOCIOCULTURAL SITUATION
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Interacting with the individual— and equally as 
important— is the situation, viewed, not by the investigator, 
but by those examined.
How much objective opportunity there was for deviant 
behavior is unknown, but it is not important if they them­
selves did not recognize this opportunity (see Chapter III).
This section considers only selected aspects of the 
situation: social class, neighborhood environment, genera­
tion American, relationships with parents, non-adult and 
adult-sponsored peer groups, and teachers disliked.11
Social class. Three indices of class are considered: 
(1) occupation of the respondent's father or head of the 
household, (2) income of respondent's family of origin, and 
(3) social class characteristic of respondent's neighbor­
hood.12
Twice as many of the lawyers (18) as ministers (9) 
reported professional and semi-professional occupations for 
their father or head of their household (see Table IX) .
The reader is reminded of the problem of recall and 
the danger of retrospection (viewing their adolescent situa­
tion not as they did as adolescents but as adults) which 
must always be taken into account in analyzing responses. 
Admittedly, there might be great disparities in their view 
of their adolescent situation today as adults as compared to 
their account of their situation when they were teen-agers.
12The last index of social class will be discussed 




FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF OCCUPATION 
OF FATHER OR HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD FOR 
LAWYERS AND MINISTERS
______ Respondents_______
Occupation of Father or Lawyers Ministers
Head of Household (50) (48)
# % # %
Professional and semi- 
professional 18 36.0 9 18.8
Upper managerial and proprietor 3 6.0 3 6.3
Lower managerial and proprietor 0 0.0 1 2.1
Manager and proprietor, size 
not specified 12 24.0 7 14.6
Clerical 6 12.0 6 12.5
Agricultural 2 4.0 8 16.7
Service occupation 3 6.0 0 0.0
Skilled labor 5 10.0 9 18.8
Semi-skilled labor 0 0.0 1 2.1
Unskilled labor 0 0.0 2 4.2
Unclassifiable or no answer 1 2.0 2 4.2
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Of those reporting, the majority (68 per cent) of 
both ministers and lawyers claimed their fathers' occupa­
tions were white collar (either professional and semi-profes­
sional, upper managerial and proprietor, lower managerial and 
proprietor, manager and proprietor size not specified, and 
clerical) . However, twice as many ministers (20) as lawyers 
(10) gave occupations for their fathers that were coded as 
blue collar categories (agricultural, service occupations, 
skilled labor, semi-skilled labor, and unskilled labor).
While most of the ministers' fathers were white collar 
workers (26), more of the ministers' fathers held blue collar 
positions than did the lawyers' fathers.
If working class as measured by father's occupation 
is related to delinquent behavior, we would esqpect ministers 
to be more involved in delinquent behavior than lawyers.
But occupation of father was not associated with delinquent 
behavior, nor were ministers involved in delinquent behavior 
more than lawyers. Actually, the reverse is true (see 
Chapters V and VII).
Twice as many lawyers (12) as ministers (6) came from 
families with incomes of $10,000 or more. (See Table X.) 
Twelve ministers but only five lawyers had incomes of under 
$3,000. In contrast three lawyers and only one minister 
came from families having incomes of $25,000 or more. Con­
sidering father's occupation and income, lawyers and 
ministers in this study tend to come predominantly from the 
middle class, especially lawyers.
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TABLE X
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS ACCORDING TO INCOME OF 
FAMILY OF ORIGIN
RespondentsIncome of Family of Origin ; ;Lawyers Ministers
(50) (48)
# % # %
Under $3,000 5 10.0 12 25.0
$ 3,000 - 4,999 13 26.0 15 31.3
$ 5,000 - 6,999 8 16.0 7 14.6
$ 7,000 - 9,999 10 20.0 6 12.5
$10,000 - 14,999 6 12.0 2 4.2
$15,000 - 19,999 2 4.0 3 6.3
$20,000 - 24,999 1 2.0 0 0.0
$25,000 and over 3 6.0 1 2.1
Don't know 2 4.0 2 4.2
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The disparities between lawyers and ministers are 
even greater when their own family of procreation incomes 
are considered (see Table XI). Half of the lawyers have 
incomes of $25,000 or over. No minister had an income so 
high. Most of them (38) had incomes of less than $10,000.
The same number of lawyers (38) had incomes of $15,000 or 
over. None of the lawyers' incomes were less than $7,000; 
twenty-six of the ministers' incomes were. Apparently, the 
lawyers' participation in more types of delinquent behavior 
did not decrease their chances of material gain.
Neighborhood environment. Respondents were asked to 
describe the size of the community they lived in most of the 
time during their adolescence.^ Many more lawyers (35) 
than ministers (20) lived most of their adolescence in towns 
of under 50,000 (see Table XII). However, three more minis­
ters than lawyers lived in rural areas.
All but 22 of the lawyers and ministers characterized 
their neighborhood as middle class (see Table X I I I ) M o r e  
ministers (12) than lawyers (8) considered their neighborhood
13A few of the respondents, mostly ministers, attended 
prep school or pre-seminary during their adolescence. In 
those cases, the size of town where the school or pre-seminary 
was located was coded instead of the respondent's home town.
■^A few interviewees characterized their neighborhood 
as "upper middle class." Later, in their detailed descrip­
tion of their neighborhood, they would contradict themselves 
and refer to their neighborhood as an "average" white resi­
dential area. Perhaps they did so out of reverence for the 
"common man theme" so valued in the United States.
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TABLE XI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS ACCORDING TO INCOME OF 
FAMILY OF PROCREATION
Respondents
Income of Family of Procreation Lawyers Ministers(50) (48)
# % # %
Under $3 ,000 0 0.0 11 22.9
$ 3,000 - 4,999 0 0.0 8 16.7
$ 5,000 - 6,999 0 0.0 7 14.6
$ 7,000 - 9,999 10 20.0 12 25.0
$10,000 - 14,999 7 14.0 9 18.8
$15,000 - 19,999 7 14.0 1 2.1
$20,000 - 24,999 6 12.0 0 0.0
$25,000 and over 25 50.0 0 0.0
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TABLE XII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS 
ACCORDING TO THE SIZE OF THE COMMUNITY THEY 
LIVED IN MOST OF THE TIME DURING 
THEIR ADOLESCENCE
Respondents
Size of Community Lawyers Ministers
(50) (48)
# % # %
Metropolis (500,000 or more) 2 4.0 3 6.3
100,000 - 500,000 0 0.0 2 4.2
Suburb 2 4.0 6 12.5
50,000 - 100,000 5 10.0 6 12.5
Fewer than 50,000 35 70.0 20 41.7
Rural area 6 12.0 9 18.8
Other 0 0.0 0 0.0
Don't know 0 0.0 0 0.0
No answer 0 0.0 2 4.2
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TABLE XIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "HOW WOULD YOU CHARACTERIZE 
THE NEIGHBORHOOD YOU WERE LIVING IN AS AN 
ADOLESCENT, AS WEALTHY, MIDDLE CLASS,















4.0 39 78.0 8 16.0 0 0.0 1 2.0
Ministers 0 0.0 33 68.0 12 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
(48)
80
as working class. This further demonstrates the greater 
tendency for ministers to come from working-class back­
grounds. Note also in Table XIII that no minister had during 
adolescence lived in a wealthy area, yet two lawyers had.
Many of the lawyers and a few ministers grew up in 
Capital City. Of those lawyers who were natives of Capital 
City, most during adolescence and since had lived in the 
south section of Capital City where even today the wealthiest 
residential areas in the city are located. Most of the 
ministers, however, who were reared in Capital City were 
from north Capital City, long the working-class section of 
the city.
A few of the respondents who characterized their 
neighborhood as middle class, in talking about their neigh­
borhood really described a working-class residential area.
For example, one minister describes his north Capital City 
neighborhood as follows:
Well, it was an average residential neighborhood 
. . . most of the people that lived there were plant 
workers. And I lived in that area which was close 
to the plants over there.
For the most part, the respondents spent their adoles­
cence in medium-sized towns in the South. However, a few of 
the ministers and lawyers were from large metropolitan areas, 
usually in the North.
A Catholic priest from Chicago describes the pre­
dominantly German Catholic middle-class neighborhood he 
lived in:
81.
There were a heck of a lot of kids in the neighbor­
hood. You really had to learn to get along there, 
because of the amount of kids that were involved 
there and that you had to associate with. There 
were relatives all up and down the street and your 
parents didn't worry where you were going to eat 
supper or lunch because you might be feeding at one 
of the cousins'. I thought it was a very good 
neighborhood because everybody got along. You had 
your ordinary fights, but that was all. . . .
The predominant ethnic groups were, as they said, 
"native white stock," namely white Anglo-Saxon Protestants.
The one lawyer whose response was coded as "other" in 
Table XIV had characterized his-adolescent neighborhood as a 
"rural slum." None of the respondents characterized their 
neighborhoods as slums when referring to poor urban areas.
One of the older lawyers from a small town who con­
cluded that his neighborhood as a youth had been wealthy 
described it as follows:
. . .  we had adequate facilities and we had a home.
. . .  We had no close neighbors* although we lived
right in the limits of town. We had a large back­
yard, garden, and well, this home had a living room, 
two porches, 3 bedrooms, a bathroom and kitchen.
Contrast this description with that of a minister from a
medium-sized (50,000 to 100,000) city in Mississippi. About
his "working-class" neighborhood he says:
They were all modest homes. . . .  I think my parents 
bought this home new. . . .  The street was a dead-end 
street into the railroad tracks. My father would get 
on the trains there to go to work and then get off 
there when he came home. He took a great delight in 
this. We always played in the yard and would always 
wave to him when he went by. . . .
In general, both lawyers and ministers, but especially 
lawyers came from what many would call "stable white middle-
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class Anglo-Saxon Protestant" communities in small towns.
Even the few who came from neighborhoods in large metropoli­
tan areas like the Chicago priest came from very middle-class 
"respectable" neighborhoods, homogeneous in population. 
Primarily the respondents come from "Main Street America." 
Their fathers, especially the lawyers', were the professionals 
and the small businessmen, the Babbitts of the twenties and 
thirties that Sinclair Lewis describes. These are their 
sons— a product largely of white middle-class America.
Generation native American. Question number 68 gives 
some measure of the number of generations American the 
respondents are (see Table XIV).^ Most of the lawyers (32) 
and the ministers (33) were at least third generation native 
American on both sides of their family— that is, mothers, 
fathers, and both grandfathers were native American. Nine 
lawyers and five ministers were third generation or more 
native American on mother's or father's side only.
^Third generation on father's side only includes those 
respondents whose father and mother are native American, but 
only the paternal grandfather is native American or father 
and paternal grandfather are native Americans but mother and 
her father are not. Third generation native American on the 
mother's side only involves native parents and native maternal 
grandfather or only native mother and maternal grandfather. 
Second generation on both sides includes native father and 
mother but foreign-born grandfathers. Second generation on 
father's side only means only father is native American.
Second generation on mother's side only identifies those 
respondents whose mother is native American but father, 
paternal and maternal grandfathers are foreign-born. First 
generation on both sides means that both respondents' parents 
and their fathers are foreign-born.
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TABLE XIV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS ACCORDING TO GENERATION 
NATIVE AMERICAN
Respondents
Generation Native American Lawyers Ministers
(50) (48)
# % # %
Third generation or more on both 
sides of the family 32 64.0 33 68.8
Third generation or more on 
father's side only 3 6.0 2 4.2
Third generation or more on 
mother's side only 6 12.0 3 6.3
Second generation on both sides 4 8.0 5 10.4
Second generation on father's 
side only 0 0.0 0 0.0
Second generation on mother's 
side only 0 0.0 1 2.1
First generation on both sides 2 4.0 4 8.3
No answer 3 6.0 0 0.0
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Only two lawyers and four ministers were identified 
as first-generation native Americans. Their mothers and 
fathers were born in various European countries. In general, 
both the lawyers and ministers might be considered as "old 
American stock." They are not the sons of foreigners, who 
have had in this country a traditionally high delinquency and 
crime rate.
Parental relationships. To explore the quality of the 
relationship between the respondent and his father, each 
interviewee was asked, "In general, how well did you get 
along with your father when you were growing up— very well, 
pretty well, not so well, or poorly?" (See Table XV.) Then 
the lawyers and ministers were asked to explain their answers. 
Most of the lawyers (36) and ministers (30) answered "very 
well." Only one lawyer replied "not so well" and one 
minister "poorly."
Ministers for the most part explained their answers 
of "very well" in a way similar to lawyers. However, minis­
ters especially stressed not only lack of difficulties or 
disagreements between themselves and their fathers, but also 
the interest their fathers took in them and the time they 
spent together. One minister who answered "very well" 
remarked,
I don't have any reason to say otherwise. He took an 
interest in us and he was considerate and he was firm.
He had certain discipline at home. He would take us 
fishing a lot.
TABLE XV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "IN 
GENERAL, HOW WELL DID YOU GET ALONG WITH YOUR FATHER WHEN YOU WERE GROWING 























10 20.0 1 2.0 0 0.0 3 6.0 0 0.0
Ministers
(48)




A lawyer explained his "very well" answer in terms of 
his father's strictness, "I never argued with him. If I 
argued with him, I waited until he couldn't hear."
Those getting along with their fathers "pretty well" 
gave a variety of explanations. In general, they were in 
terms of characteristics lacking in their fathers— such as 
interest in son, degree of intimacy and participation with 
son. One lawyer who answered "pretty well" said of his 
father:
I was a little afraid of him. I didn't know him 
just— well, he was not as familiar with me as I 
am with my children.
In general, we might conclude that the respondents 
got along very well with their fathers because the fathers 
took an interest in them and participated in activities with 
them.
A minister sums up the quality of his relationship
with his father as follows:
He was interested in the things we wanted to do and 
excited our interests in what he was trying to do.
We would talk about things together. He involved us 
in his life.
A similar question concerning getting along with 
mothers was asked (see Table XVI). About the same number of 
lawyers (40) and ministers (44) said they got along with 
their mothers "very well." Only two lawyers said they got 
along "not so well" with their mothers. None of the lawyers 
and ministers got along poorly with their mothers.
Generally the respondents accounted for getting along
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TABLE XVI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "IN GENERAL, HOW WELL 
DID YOU GET ALONG WITH YOUR MOTHER WHEN YOU 
WERE GROWING UP— VERY WELL, PRETTY WELL,
NOT SO WELL, OR POORLY?"
____________________ Responses___________________
Respon- Very Pretty Not so r> i Motherdents Well Well Well Poorly Dead
# % # % # % # % # %
Lawyers 40 80.0 6 12.0 2 4.0 0 0.0 2 4.0
(50)
Ministers 44 91.7 4 8.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
(48)
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with their mothers much the same as they did their fathers. 
They emphasized the lack of any problems, the interest their 
mothers had in their concerns, and their mothers' under­
standing and sympathetic attitudes. Many mentioned their 
mothers as the disciplinarian of the family and implied that 
they respected their mothers more because they did discipline 
them. A lawyer who got along "very well" with his mother 
had this to says
Well, she was a great woman, she took a great 
interest in everything that I did, made me take 
an interest in a lot of other things that I 
didn't know about.
One of the two lawyers who got along with his mother 
"not so well" thought of her as an eccentric person. He 
says:
During my adolescence I just couldn't understand her 
attitude towards my father and towards reality. And 
I tried my best to avoid her, because every time we 
would get into a discussion or talk it would always 
end up in some argument about my not bringing in or 
giving enough [money] to them [parents] or my going 
with a special friend and then another. She'd always 
have suspicions about some friend of mine maybe 
wanting to do me harm or do the family harm.
Ministers (28) more frequently than lawyers (18) got 
along equally well with both parents (see Table XVII). 
However, for both lawyers and ministers, if one parent was 
selected, it was the mother in the majority of cases.
The few getting along with fathers "better" felt 
closer to their fathers than to their mothers. Little 
explanation for their decisions was given. Those lawyers 
and ministers (42 all together) who replied "the same with
TABLE XVII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, 
























17 34.0 10 20.0 18 36.0 3 6.0 1 2.0i 1 2.0 0 0.0
Ministers
(48)
15 31.3 4 . 8.3 28 58.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.1
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both" also gave limited explanations. Most simply said they 
could not decide in favor of one. Some did, however, men­
tion that though they got along equally well with both 
parents, they felt they were closer to their mothers. And 
like those getting along with mothers "better" they implied 
a greater influence by their mothers.
Non-adult sponsored peer groups. Most of the delin­
quent behavior occurred primarily in group situations of 
some sort (see Chapter V). Groups probably provide oppor­
tunity and reinforcement for delinquent behavior. Whether 
or not this opportunity is capitalized on by an individual 
probably depends on the characteristics of the individual.
The group situation may not cause delinquent behavior, but 
merely supply the situation for such acts. Should the 
individual be inclined toward committing such acts, perhaps 
he is more likely to do so in a group situation. However, 
the group may sometimes be an inhibiting force (see p. 94).
Both adult and non-adult sponsored groups provide the 
setting for many delinquent acts. Non-adult sponsored groups 
include two types: small intimate peer groups and larger
associations of peers. Adult-sponsored groups include the 
Boy Scouts and religious groups.
A majority of the lawyers (27) and half of the minis­
ters (24) did not as teen-agers go around mostly with just 
one or two close friends but with large groups (see Tables 
XVIII and XIX). Most of those who did associate chiefly
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TABLE XVIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "WAS THERE A TIME DURING 
YOUR TEENS WHEN YOU MOSTLY WENT AROUND WITH 





# % # %
Age:
Yes
12 15 30.0 13 27.1
13 3 6.0 1 2.1
14 2 4.0 3 6.3
15 0 0.0 1 2.1
16 2 4.0 5 10.4
17 0 0.0 1 2.1
18 0 0.0 0 0.0
Don't know age 1 2.0 0 0.0
No 27 54.0 24 50.0
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TABLE XIX
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS 
AND MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "WAS THERE A 
TIME DURING YOUR TEENS WHEN YOU MOSTLY 
WENT AROUND WITH A GROUP OF AT LEAST 






# % # %
Age:
Yes
12 23 46.0 23 47.9
13 1 2.0 4 8.3
14 5 10.0 4 8.3
15 3 6.0 5 10.4
16 2 4.0 2 4.2
17 1 2.0 0 0.0
18 0 0.0 0 0.0
Don't know age 0 0.0 0 0.0
No 15 30.0 10 20.8
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16with one or two close friends began doing so at age 12.
Only two lawyers and six ministers reported haying only 
close friends at 16 or 17.
Table XIX indicates that lawyers and ministers partic­
ipated about equally in large associations of teen-agers, 
which most (73) primarily participated in as teen-agers.
Only twelve of the respondents could be classified as "loners" 
during this period, neither associating chiefly with one or 
two close friends nor with larger groups. The majority 
answered "yes" to one or both of the types of non-adult 
sponsored groups. Twenty-six more lawyers and ministers were 
involved in large associations. Participation in both types 
of groups seems to be concentrated in the 12-18 year period.
In comparing Tables XVIII and XIX there is not, as antici­
pated, one age within adolescence more associated with small 
groups and another with larger groups.
All respondents belonging to either small groups or 
larger associations or both kinds of groups were asked what 
sorts of things their friends considered out of bounds. 
Understanding what was considered deviation from group norms 
let us infer more accurately the norms of the group.
The 36 responses indicate no evidence of delinquent 
subcultures or contracultures. As the Myerhoffs contend, 
adolescent culture for these respondents existed as an
•̂6If a respondent mentioned a span of ages or mentioned 
one age or another (e.g., 13 or 14), the answer was coded in 
terms of the youngest year.
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extension of, though sometimes an exaggeration of, adult
conventional norms.
A lawyer emphasized the congruity of peer group and
community norms:
Generally we lived in a pretty strict community, 
based largely on the predominantly Baptist influ­
ence . . . since nobody drank, even adults, and 
it was frowned upon to dance. . . .  We had no 
large dances or public dances.
Sexual activity and violent behavior such as gang 
fighting were most frequently considered "off limits" by the 
lawyers and ministers. Consistently, the respondents empha­
sized the "high moral standards" of the group, especially in 
terms of sexual behavior. One lawyer says of his group:
Most of them were high morally. We didn't condone 
anyone who was a thug. . . .  We weren't hell- 
raisers. We just had good clean fun.
Sexual mores were hardly comparable to those described by
18William F. Whyte in his discussion Of the slum sex code.
Clearly, the following lawyer's statement reflects the mores
of the middle class:
I can't recall any time we.got out of line or 
attempted to force ourselves on them [girls] either 
sexually, or engage in fights or physical violence 
of any kind, or even told a shady joke. I don't 
think the thought ever occurred to us that we 
should engage in any sexual relations. . . . And it 
wasn't that we were well-chaperoned. Sometimes we 
had watermelon parties all by ourselves.
^Howard l. Myerhoff and Barbara G. Myerhoff,"Field 
Observations of Middle Class 'Gangs'," Social Forces, XLII 
(March, 1964), 328-36.
ISwilliam F. Whyte, "A Slum Sex Code," American 
Journal of Sociology, XLIX (July, 1943), 24-31.
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Some lawyers and ministers emphasized the taboo on 
drinking among their peers during the period 12-18. This 
regulation was relaxed in college, where drinking is more 
acceptable, and for some of the respondents it was legal as 
well.
A few of the priests in the study attended pre­
seminary during adolescence. One describes the extremely 
ascetic nature of the rules, which forbade even smoking;
I know that it must be almost impossible for you to 
visualize how serious an infraction— smoking, for 
instance— was considered. . . . Then, if you are 
referring to any of the sort of rules referring to 
modesty in the sense that the seminary in those days 
everything was geared for privacy— even the showers. 
There were not open showers that you would find in 
most men's places. Even though no man had a room of 
his own, still there was a tremendous amount of 
personal privacy. They just accepted it— just as a 
system. But you know how it is: once you follow a
system through, then, I suppose, that it was 
accepted in a way. One might have thought it totally 
unnecessary when one entered there. But once you get 
into a habit of that kind. . . . But then, I suppose 
if barriers to that sort of privacy had been torn 
down, then we would have missed it.
The quotation illustrates how a social system comes to make
its norms those of the new member.
A conventional group's influence— if only temporary—
on the behavior of two teen-age delinquents who eventually
were convicted as criminals is described by a minister:
In the group of boys that I knew— those that I was 
close to— I had no real problem as to what to do or 
what not to do. I don't think any of us got into any 
serious trouble. Some were very poor and some were 
very rich. . . .  A couple of them got into trouble as 
teen-agers and later on in life ended up as criminals.
He [one of the boys who turned criminal] had some 
problems, but when he came to play with us, he was
96
just one of the gang, so to speak, but never really- 
influenced us. He came on our standards and did 
what we were doing.
Other acts frequently mentioned as out of bounds among 
the interviewees' adolescent peers were gambling, cheating 
on exams, stealing, and destruction of property.
Adult-sponsored peer groups. Many of the norms of 
the non-adult sponsored groups were carried over to the 
adult-sponsored groups. Membership, too, in the non-adult 
sponsored groups overlapped with the adult-sponsored groups. 
Only 22 laywers and ministers reported no membership in 
adult-sponsored groups during adolescence (see Table XX). 
Lawyers and ministers refrained from participation about 
e q u a l l y . -*-9 The majority reported belonging to at least one 
organization and a sizable number of ministers (13) and 
lawyers (8) belonged to two or more types of groups.
Slightly more than twice as many ministers as lawyers 
belonged to at least one religious organization. More 
lawyers than ministers belonged only to the Boy Scouts. 
Ministers were more likely than lawyers to belong either to 
two kinds of groups or to a religious group only.
The data in Table XXI indicate, that the influence 
of adult-sponsored groups upon ideas of conduct was limited 
if the recollections of those interviewed is accurate. Only
-^Only organizations not sponsored by the school were 
considered as adult-sponsored groups. School activities 
will be considered under the section entitled "Behavior."
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TABLE XX
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "AS A TEEN-AGER DID 
YOU BELONG TO ANY ORGANIZATIONS OR GROUPS 





# %  # %
Boy Scouts 22 44.0 7 14.6
CYO, Hi-Y or other religious 
groups (e_.c[., YMCA) 4 8.0 9 18.8
Other 1 2.0 3 6.3
Two or more of preceding 8 16.0 13 27.1
No 12 24.0 10 20.8
No answer 3 6.0 6 12.5
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TABLE XXI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "DID THOSE EXPERIENCES 
[IN ADULT-SPONSORED GROUPS] HAVE ANY 





# % # %
No effect 10 20.0 10 20.8
Learned fairness, sportsmanship, 
honesty 0 o•o 0 o•o
Benefited from example of 
counselors 1 2.0 0 o•o
Raised standard generally 7 14.0 7 14.6
Religious training brought out 
best in kids 0 0.0 0 0.0
Learned to get along with others 0 0.0 0 0.0
Miscellaneous influences 8 16.0 9 18.8
Two or more of the above 0 o•o 5 10.4
Were not members of an adult- 
sponsored group 12 24.0 10 20.8
Don’t know or no answer 12 24.0 7 14.6
I
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16 lawyers and 21 ministers were able to think of any kind 
of influence upon their ideas of conduct resulting from 
their membership in adult-sponsored groups. An equal number 
(10) of each group claimed their adult-sponsored activities 
had no effect on their ideas of conduct. For them it was 
their parents who principally affected their ideas of con­
duct. Adult-sponsored groups merely reinforced them.
Individual adult leaders rather than the group itself
were frequently mentioned as the influencing agent. A
minister who explains how the Boy Scouts raised his standards
stresses the role of an individual:
. . . The general attitude was that the Boy Scouts' 
lives were supposed to be of higher moral value than 
the average. . . . The scout master was a good 
Christian, I believe, he was a Methodist and he had 
quite a bit of influence there, because he tried to 
make it that way [Christian].
References to miscellaneous influences on their con­
duct include vague comments as "I would say the Boy Scout 
code. They were basically the morals of our town"; "I think 
it does [have influence] from this point of view: it was
supervised very well— we didn!t have the opportunity to do 
mischief"; or "I guess it did but how I don't know."
Respondents were also asked if contacts in these 
groups influenced their choice of occupation. Most gave an 
emphatic "no."
We might conclude that not only were the respondents 
of this study well immersed in peer group activities, they 
were members of a wide variety of adult-sponsored groups.
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Influential individuals. The interview schedule 
included a number of questions concerning individuals but
onthe answers to only one of these questions were coded.
(See Interview Schedule.) It ashed, "As a teen-ager, were 
there any teachers or other school persons you recall dis­
liking especially?" (See Table XXII.)
Most of the lawyers and ministers, thirty-one of each
21group, could recall no teacher especially disliked — not 
surprising among individuals who generally regarded going to 
school as enjoyable.
Of the 29 respondents who answered "yes," most (20) 
denied that the teachers they disliked influenced them. The 
few who did feel influence said it was a good influence—  
they learned how not to behave.
A frequently-mentioned reason for disliking a teacher 
was unfairness. For example, one minister says of a high 
school English teacher: ". . . she was unfair. She classi­
fied a student when the student came into the class and if 
she didn't like you, you didn't have a chance for a good 
grade."
^Information for most of the other questions con­
cerning influence of individuals, except for the first 36 
interviews, was not transcribed from tape. Of those ques­
tions that were coded the answers to many varied little and 
were consequently not used as independent variables.
21Some respondents who answered negatively explained 
that they did have very tough teachers or teachers who 
frightened them but none that they especially disliked.
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TABLE XXII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "AS A TEEN-AGER, WERE 
THERE ANY TEACHERS OR OTHER SCHOOL PERSONS 
YOU RECALL DISLIKING ESPECIALLY? DID 
THEY HAVE ANY INFLUENCE ON YOU 









Good influence 2 4.0 2 4.2
Bad influence 0 0.0 1 2.1
No influence 11 22.0 9 18.8
Can't remember, don't know 
influence 1 2.0 3 6.3
No 31 62.0 31 64.6
Don't know 4 8.0 1 2.1
No answer 1 2.0 1 2.1
V. NON-DELINQUENT ACTIVITIES
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The "situation" as it was described above provided 
opportunity for both delinquent and non-delinquent behavior. 
In this section the non-delinquent activities only will be 
discussed. They include recreational, non-adult sponsored, 
and school activities, hobbies, and work experiences.
Recreational activities. During adolescence the 
respondents lived chiefly in small towns with no organized 
recreational activities. Some, contrasting the lack of public 
facilities in the past with the large number available 
today, expressed the view that today's youngsters are over­
organized in their activities and that this is unhealthy for 
their development as responsible adults.
Disparaging the organized activities of one part of
his town a minister contrasts it with his own area:
. . . They had organized softball league, track and 
other activities. Why they were so organized I 
don't know. . . .  We had to organize our own. I 
think we got more out of it doing it that way. . . .
Most respondents answered "no" to having a boy's club­
house or swimming pool. See Tables XXIII and XXIV. Of 
those who answered affirmatively, most used the facilities 
regularly.
While there are only slight differences for lawyers 
and ministers reporting boy's clubhouse, much greater dis­
crepancies in answers occur for the question concerning the 
existence of a swimming pool. For this question 40 lawyers
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TABLE XXIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "WAS THERE A BOYS' CLUB 















8 16.0 4 8.0 37 74.0 1 2.0
Ministers
(48)
6 12.5 1 2.1 37 77.1 4 8.3
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TABLE XXIV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "WAS THERE A SWIMMING 
POOL IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD? DID 














6 12.0 3 6.0 40 80.0 1 2.0
Ministers
(48)
12 25.0 3 6.3 29 60.4 4 8.3
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said "no," but only 29 ministers. But most lawyers and 
ministers did have playgrounds (see Table XXV). Of those 
39 who did not have formal playgrounds many argued that 
really their whole neighborhood was a playground.
Hobbies or interests. Using spare time for hobbies
was mentioned by all but six lawyers and nine ministers.
See Table XXVI. Of those who could remember when they
started (most could not), the largest number, 12 lawyers
and 12 ministers, began their hobbies or interests at age
12 or younger. Only one lawyer and three ministers began
22their hobbies as late as 15 years of age or older.
Interest in a hobby was usually piqued by a member of 
the family, most often the father.
Most popular hobbies were sports, especially baseball, 
fishing, and hunting. Reading, stamp collecting, agricul­
tural activities, and arts and crafts received several men­
tions. Mechanics, music, poetry and photography interested 
a few.23
Most of the respondents continued their hobbies and 
interests through adolescence. Many are still involved in 
their childhood hobbies and interests. The few who quit did
22If a respondent mentioned different ages for two or 
more hobbies or interests, the youngest age was coded.
230ne respondent, an interesting exception, exclaimed, 
"My hobbies were pursuing young ladies and that's about all.
I didn't like to hunt and fish."
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TABLE XXV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTION, "WAS THERE A 
PLAYGROUND IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD? DID 

















20 40.0 6 12.0 23 46.0 1 2.0
Ministers
(48)
26 54.2 2 4.2 16 33.3 4 8.3
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TABLE XXVI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS TO THE QUESTIONS, "DID YOU EVER HAVE ANY 
HOBBIES OR INTERESTS DURING YOUR TEEN-AGE 






# % # %
Yes
Age:
12 or under 12 24.0 12 25.0
13 3 6.0 2 4.2
14 3 6.0 2 4.2
15 0 o • o 2 4.2
16 1 to • o 0 o•o
17 0 o•o 1 2.1
18 0 o•o 0 o•o
Don't know age 22 44.0 16 33.0
No 6 12.0 9 18.8
No answer 3 6.0 4 8.3
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so for health reasons or lack of time, i.e., entrance into 
college.
Generally, activities were performed in small groups 
for hunting and fishing, and in large groups for team sports.
A lawyer in a typical response describes his interest
in hunting and fishings
. . . Well, when I was in high school every summer 
I'd go up the river in a boat and stay two weeks.
I'd do nothing but fish. I'd do it with one other 
teen-ager. My daddy would go up there with me, but 
he leaves [sic] us for about ten days. Then he 
would come back and get us. [The person who stimu­
lated my interest was] my father.
Non-adult sponsored activities. Many of the hobbies 
were pursued in non-adult sponsored groups of one or two 
close friends or larger associations. Activities of such 
groups centered on sports in early adolescence. In later 
adolescence double dating and beer drinking with the boys 
replaced the sports-centered activities of early adolescence.
Not only was the group itself an inhibiting factor in
the commission of delinquent behavior, but occasionally a
respondent would emphasize the sports activities and their
effect in keeping their participants out of trouble. For
example, a lawyer recalls the delinquent acts his group was
not involved in and why:
. . .  I always steered away from those who like to 
drink. My friends considered drinking, beatings, 
robbery, going with disreputable women, out of 
bounds. My friends were boys who wanted to be 
athletes. A few of them smoked but that's about all.
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School activities. Both lawyers and ministers 
reported a wide variety of extra-curricular activities.24 
Lawyers were more often involved in sports activities; 
ministers in academic activities such as language clubs, 
debate teams, plays, etc.25
Work experiences. Earlier, we considered the adoles­
cent attitude of the respondent toward his work experiences 
when he was a teen-ager, his motivation for working, the 
attitude of his parents toward his working, and how he used 
the money he earned.
This section considers the extent and variety of his
work and the age he began to work during adolescence.
Examining Table XXVII notice three major categories of work:
26"Part-time," "Full-time summer only," and "Full-time."
Only two lawyers and five ministers reported they had 
never worked during adolescence. Of those who did work, 
most began at age 12. And most of these respondents (33) 
described their work as part time. Fourteen lawyers as com­
pared to eight ministers began to work after age 15,
24Coleman, loc. cit.
2^The latter observation comes largely from review of 
the 36 interviews for which detailed information was 
obtained.
26Part-time work includes jobs involving less than 
thirty hours a week both during the school year and summer 
vacation. Full-time work involves more than thirty hours a 
week during summer only or throughout the year. Full-time 
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indicating some tendency for lawyers to begin to work later 
than ministers. Four lawyers and two ministers were involved 
in full-time work throughout the year.
The work experiences participated in by the respon­
dents were of a wide variety. Some had as many as four or
five different jobs during adolescence. None of these jobs 
in any way specifically trained them for their adult profes­
sions, nor does it seem as if they had a direct effect upon
their choice of occupation or the age at which they made
their decision. The kinds of work were mostly unskilled odd 
jobs such as newspaper and grocery delivery, grocery store 
stock boy, office clerk, filling station attendant, janitorial 
tasks, etc.
For one minister, his work offered an opportunity for 
delinquent behavior, although he did not apparently take 
advantage of the opportunity. He was a delivery boy for a 
liquor store and would frequently have to deliver wine to 
"cat houses."
One would assume that those involved in full-time work 
during adolescence would hardly have the time to indulge in 
delinquent behavior. Yet, one lawyer admitted to as many as 
five types of acts during the 12-18 period and he was working 
full time much of this period. Another admitted to as many 
as eight types of acts during 12-18 year period even though 
he was working full time.
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VI. SUMMARY
In conclusion, the abstract individual in this study 
did not decide on his occupation until after the age of 18, 
especially if his profession was to be the ministry. 
Especially if he were to become a lawyer, he was more inter­
ested in good grades than were his peers. His religion is 
Protestant and during his adolescence he considered religion 
very important.
Generally his attitude toward religion was stable, but 
if he was later to become a minister he was more likely to 
have a religious experience involving a deepening of reli­
gious feeling.
He felt that work was expected of him and he generally 
enjoyed work. It gave him a feeling of independence, and 
helped him buy the material possessions necessary to main­
tain his status among his peers.
Generally they came from middle-class background, 
especially the lawyers, whose parents were more likely than 
ministers to be professionals or managers, have higher 
incomes and live in residential areas described as middle 
class. Considering income of family of procreation, lawyers' 
incomes are considerably higher than ministers1. The neigh­
borhoods the respondents grew up in tended to be homogeneous 
and predominantly white middle class and Anglo-Saxon in 
population. Lawyers more than ministers came from towns of 
less than 50,000 though more ministers than lawyers described
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their neighborhood as a rural area. Generally both lawyers 
and ministers grew up in medium-sized towns.
Not only was their family background predominantly 
middle class but most lawyers and ministers were at least 
third generation native American on both sides of their 
family. They were not for the most part the sons of immi­
grants, who have in this country a traditionally high delin­
quency and crime rate.
Most of the ministers and lawyers got along very well 
with their parents. More of them, however got along very 
well with their mothers than their fathers. Ministers more 
frequently than lawyers got along equally well with both 
parents. But for both lawyers and ministers if one parent 
was selected as better than the other it was the mother.
Group affiliations, both non-adult sponsored and adult- 
sponsored, provided the major situation for the adolescent 
behavior of the lawyers and ministers. More frequently 
interaction took place in large associations of teen-agers 
rather than small peer groups of close friends. Age of 
members does not seem to be associated with size of adoles­
cent groups. Non-adult sponsored groups tended to begin 
around twelve years of age or younger and continue throughout 
the teen-age period. Generally, relationships in the teen­
age group end with the members going away to college.
No evidence of a contraculture or delinquent culture 
was observed. In general the norms of the adolescent non­
adult sponsored groups were extensions of adult culture and
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seemed to be carried over into adult-sponsored groups.
Most of the respondents as adolescents belonged to at 
least one adult-sponsored organization such as Boy Scouts 
and religious groups.
The influence of the adult-sponsored groups on their 
ideas of conduct is limited and unclear. Of the few who 
could specifically describe the influence, most said it 
raised their standards generally. Slightly less than one- 
third of the respondents argued that the adult-sponsored 
groups had no influence upon them. Few respondents felt 
that these groups had an influence upon their choice of 
occupation.
Most lawyers could recall no teacher they especially 
disliked nor did those who could, admit any influence 
emanating from such teachers.
Lawyers and ministers were involved in a variety of 
non-delinquent activities. Organized recreational activities 
were not nearly as common as informal types. Recreational 
facilities with the exception of playgrounds were generally 
lacking in the communities where the respondents lived as 
adolescents.
Most of the interviewees reported hobbies or inter­
ests especially sports during their teens. These began 
largely at the age of 12 and continued through adolescence. 
In fact many of the men are still involved in their adoles­
cent hobbies and interests.
Most frequently their fathers stimulated their
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interests in the hobbies which were usually performed in a 
group situation, especially non-adult sponsored groups. The 
latter involved primarily sports activities and in later 
adolescence social activities, e^.g., double dating and beer 
drinking with the boys.
A variety of school and paid work activities were 
reported by most respondents. - Lawyers especially tended to 
report both academic and non-academic school activities; 
ministers primarily academic activities. Work for pay was 
reported by most of the men, and the largest number reporting 
work experiences said they began at age 12 with part-time 
work.
CHAPTER V
EXTENT OF SELF-REPORTED DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR.
I. INTRODUCTION
This chapter is concerned with the first problem of 
this study— the extent and kind of self-reported delinquent 
behavior in the middle-class adolescent and preadult careers 
of successful lawyers and ministers.
Respondents were asked to report how frequently they 
committed the following acts: (1) playing hookey from
school, (2) running away from home; (3) sneaking into movies 
or circuses, (4) showing disrespect for elders> (5) defying
teachers> (6) cheating on exams, (7) setting fires> (8)
swiping things just for kicks, (9) taking auto parts, (10) 
taking a stranger's car, (11) drinking beer, (12) gambling; 
(13) damaging construction, (14) stealing money and valuables 
from buildings; (15) beating up strangers; (16) participating 
in gang fights, (17) using narcotics, (18) smoking cigarettes, 
and (19) an "other" category to include traffic offenses, 
sexual behavior, etc. For each item above, the respondent 
was asked to indicate whether he committed the act "very 
often," "sometimes," "rarely," or "never" during adolescence. 
For the preadult period, interviewees were asked to reply to
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the same set of acts with either a "did" or "didn't" 
response.
II. DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR (12-18)
This section considers the frequency of delinquent 
behavior the lawyers and ministers admitted committing during 
the age period 12-18. The following section deals with the 
same offenses during the age period 18-21.
Frequency and Distribution of Offenses
All but one lawyer and one minister admitted to having 
committed at least one offense on the list (see Table XXVIII). 
The lawyer who admitted to no delinquent activities from 
ages 12-18 did, after probing, acknowledge theft and destruc­
tion of property before age 12 and after age 18.^ The most
l-This lawyer indicated several times his embarrassment 
at not having committed any of the acts on the list. Several 
times he said, "I guess you are going to consider me a 
'goodie goodie.'" Being a "goodie goodie" in American society 
is not associated with the "all boy" and is often considered 
"sissy" and hence lack of a certain amount of delinquent 
behavior may be considered as deviant. Other respondents who 
admitted to few acts apologetically commented, "I guess I 
led a rather dull life," or "I guess I really missed all the 
fun when I was a kid," or made similar statements. Such com­
ments lend support to the thesis of such authorities as 
David Bordua, "Delinquent Subcultures: Sociological Inter­
pretations of Gang Delinquency," The Annals of the American 
Academy of Political and Social Science, CCCXXXVIII (November, 
1961), 120-31. See also David Matza and Gresham M. Sykes, 
"Juvenile Delinquency and Subterranean Values," American 
Sociological Review, XXVI (October, 1961), 712-19. According 
to Matza, there are subterranean values that encourage and 
support juvenile and criminal activities.
TABLE XXVIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS AND NUMBER 
OF TYPES OF DELINQUENT ACTS REPORTED TO HAVE OCCURRED 
IN THEIR ADOLESCENT CAREERS (12-18)
Respon­
dents



















1 2.0 3 6.0 10 20.0 15 30.0 14 28.0 6 12.0 1 20.0
Ministers
(48)
1 2.1 8 16.7 15 31.3 12 25.0 7 14.6 4 8.3 1 2.1
Chi-square =3.17.
Note: In order to compute chi-square, it was necessary to combine Columns 1-4 and
Columns 5-7.
119
types of offenses admitted by any single respondent were 12; 
one lawyer and one minister each reported this number.
A comparison between the frequency of number of types 
of offenses reported by lawyers and those reported by minis­
ters (see Table XXVIII) indicates chance differences only 
slightly greater than .05 probability. While only difference 
above in Table XXVIII was noted, lawyers reported a total of 
at least 314 offenses and ministers reported only 252— 19
per cent less than the lawyers. The z test indicates a 2.4995
3which is significant at the .01 level of confidence. So it 
is doubtful that this difference in total number of offenses 
confessed by lawyers as compared to ministers occurred by
3While granted traditionally the .05 level is taken 
as the upper level of confidence beyond which the null 
hypothesis is not rejected, but since the chi-square indi­
cates a level of confidence somewhere between .05 and .06 for 
the purposes of this study it seems unnecessary and point­
less to be so arbitrary as to argue that we can not reject 
the null hypothesis.
3It is assumed here that usually one respondent 
reporting an act equals one act. For the most part acts were 
reported to have occurred only once (see the next section of 
this chapter). The terms "very often," "sometimes, " "rarely," 
could have been quantified and their numerical values not 
done because it would have unrealistically inflated the 
number of acts, since no numerical value was attached to the 
terms "very often," "sometimes, " and "rarely" by the respon­
dents or the investigator prior to the study. Even if we 
were to have quantified the terms "very often," "sometimes," 
and "rarely" the results would have been about the same, 
except an even greater gap between lawyers and ministers in 
total number of offenses, would have been recorded. Lawyers, 
however, would still be found to have a total number of 
offenses significantly greater than ministers.
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chance. Instead it is more likely that these two samples 
were drawn from different universes. Thus, as predicted, 
lawyers tend to be more involved in delinquency.
Frequencies of Specific Offenses
Table XXIX gives the frequencies reported for the 
categories "very often," "sometimes, " "rarely," and "never" 
for each act on the list. "Rarely" and "never" were the 
most frequently checked by both groups for all categories.^ 
Six lawyers admitted to drinking beer "very often" 
during the age period 12-18, though only one minister 
admitted drinking beer "very often" during this period.
Adolescent gambling brought admissions of "very often" 
from five lawyers and "sometimes"from thirteen. Among 
ministers, the admission of gambling "very often" was limited 
to one; seven confessed to "sometimes"and ten to "rarely."
The question concerning smoking cigarettes, inter­
estingly enough, produced very similar results for both 
lawyers and ministers. Ten lawyers and ten ministers admitted 
to this act "very often" in the age period 12-18.
For cheating on an examination, a strongly disapproved- 
of act with stiff penalties for the detected offender,
^Unfortunately the terms "rarely," "sometimes" and 
"very often" were hot quantatively defined in the interview 
schedule. Instead the interviewer was left with the task of 
defining each of the terms. Probing the respondents indi­
cated that generally "rarely" referred to only one act, 
occasionally to two. "Sometimes"refers to four or five acts, 
and "very often" to more than five acts.
TABLE XXIX
FREQUENCIES BY LAWYERS AND MINISTERS ADMITTING "OFTEN," "SOMETIMES" OR"RARELY" 













times Rarely Never0Play hookey 2 4 13 31 0 2 . 15 31
Run away from home 0 0 5 45 0 0 2 46
Sneak into movies or circus 7 2 15 26 0 1 9 38
Show disrespect for elders 0 8 16 25 1 14 18 15
Defy a teacher 2 1 16 31 0 1 19 28
Cheat on an exam 1 1 27 21 1 7 24 16
Set fires 1 1 3 45 0 0 4 . 44
Swipe things 0 8 20 22 1 4 16 27
Take auto parts 0 0 1 49 0 1 1 46 i121
TABLE XXIX (CONTINUED)















Take a stranger's car 0 0 1 49 0 0 0 48
Drink beer 6 16 13 15 1 12 12 23
Gamble 5 13 17 15 1 7 10 30
Damage construction 0 5 11 34 0 1 11 36
Steal money 0 3 5 42 0 0 1 47
Beat up strangers 0 1 3 46 0 0 2 46
Participate in gang fights 0 2 7 41 0 0 4 44
Use narcotics 0 0 1 49 0 0 0 48
Smoke cigarettes 10 8 12 20 10 8 12 18
Other 1 3 17 29 1 1 17 29
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lawyers and ministers scored remarkable similarly. "Very 
often" was mentioned by only one lawyer and only one minis­
ter. "Sometimes" also brought a response of only one from 
each group. "Rarely" responses came from 19 lawyers and 17 
ministers.
Swiping things just for kicks was a bit more popular 
a pastime. However, the large majority of both lawyers and 
ministers who admitted to committing the act at all did so 
only rarely— 20 lawyers and 16 ministers.
Very few lawyers or ministers admitted to acts with 
graver consequences. Running away from home, for example, 
was a one-time offense for the two ministers and five 
lawyers who tried it.
Setting fires, which was limited to more serious 
destructive fires, involved few respondents— five lawyers 
and four ministers. Three of the five lawyers admitted to 
setting fires only rarely; all four of the ministers set 
fires only rarely.
Taking auto parts, stealing a stranger's car, steal­
ing money, beating up strangers, participating in gang fights, 
and using narcotics involved only a few lawyers or ministers. 
Those who did admit participation did so only once or twice.
Taking auto parts in the adolescence brought positive 
responses from only one lawyer who did so only "rarely" and 
from two ministers— one who reported "rarely" and another 
who reported "sometimes."
Playing hookey from school and sneaking into movies
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were more frequently reported. Most admitting playing 
hookey did so only rarely, 13 lawyers and 15 ministers.
"Sneaking into movies or circuses," however, elicited 
marked variations in response. More than twice as many 
lawyers as ministers reported sneaking into movies in the 
12-18 age range. Twenty-four lawyers reported the offense, 
in contrast to a mere ten ministers. "Rarely" brought 
responses from fifteen lawyers and only one minister, and 
"very often" from seven lawyers and no ministers at all.
Most Frequently Reported Acts
For the purposes of comparison, Table XXX shows the 
frequencies of acts committed at least once by lawyers and 
by ministers.
Every item on the list of disapproved-of acts drew an 
affirmative response from at least one lawyer. None of the 
ministers, however, reported having taken a stranger's car 
or using narcotics. The ten acts most frequently reported 
by lawyers were: drinking beer or hard liquor (35),
gambling (35), cheating on an exam (30), smoking cigarettes 
(30), swiping things just for kicks (28), showing disrespect 
for elders (24), sneaking into movies or circus (24),
"other" (21), defying a teacher or principal (19), and 
playing hookey (19).
The ministers most frequently reported the following 
ten offenses: showing disrespect for elders (33), cheating
on an exam (32), smoking cigarettes (30), drinking beer or 
hard liquor (25), swiping things just for kicks (21),
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TABLE XXX
FREQUENCIES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS 
ADMITTED AT LEAST ONCE BY LAWYERS 
AND MINISTERS
Admitting at Least Once
Type of Adolescent (50) (48)
Delinquent Act Lawyers Ministers Total
Playing hookey from 
school 19 17 36
Running away from home 5 2 7
Sneak into movies or 
circus 24 10 34
Show disrespect for 
elders 24 33 57
Defy a teacher or 
principal 19 20 39
Cheat on an exam 29 32 61
Set fires 5 4 9
Swipe things just for 
kicks 28 21 49
Take auto parts 1 2 3
Take a stranger's car 1 0 1
Drink beer or hard 
liquor 35 25 60
Gamble 35 18 53
Damage construction or 
property 16 12 28
Steal money, valuables, or
equipment from buildings 8 1 9
Beat up strangers 4 2 6
Participate in gang fights 9 4 13
Use narcotics 1 0 1
Smoke cigarettes 30 30 60
Other 21 19 40
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defying a teacher (20), "other" (19); gambling (18), playing 
hookey from school (17), and damaging construction or prop­
erty (12) ,
Both ministers and lawyers most frequently report the 
same ten items with one exception: the lawyers substituted
"sneaking into movies" for the ministers' "damaging construc­
tion and property."
Comparing the frequencies of lawyers and ministers 
admitting each act does indicate striking similarities as 
well as significant differences, for most of the acts lawyers 
report more frequently than ministers.
Tests of chi-square for the following acts indicate 
only chance differences: playing hookey from school (19
lawyers, 17 ministers), defying a teacher or principal (19 
lawyers, 20 ministers), cheating on an exam (29 lawyers, 32 
ministers); drinking beer (35 lawyers, 25 ministers)# 
damaging construction or property (16 lawyers, 12 ministers), 
smoking cigarettes (30 lawyers, 30 ministers), and "other"
(21 lawyers, 19 ministers).
Significant differences at the .05 level of confidence 
were found for: showing disrespect for elders (24 lawyers,
33 ministers), sneaking into movies (24 lawyers, 10 ministers) >
Cand gambling (35 lawyers, 18 ministers).
No chi-squares for the following offenses were
5The acts, sneaking into movies and gambling, were also 
found to show significant differences for lawyers and minis­
ters at the .01 level of confidence.
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calculated because there were so few ministers and/or lawyers 
admitting the act: (1) running away from home (5 lawyers, 2
ministers); (2) setting fires (5 lawyers, 4 ministers); (3) 
taking auto parts (1 lawyer, 2 ministers); (4) taking a
stranger's car (1 lawyer, 0 ministers); (5) stealing money, 
valuables or equipment from buildings (8 lawyers, 1 minister). 
Lawyers outnumbered ministers in committing all the above 
acts except taking auto parts. More than twice as many 
lawyers as ministers ran away from home. Only one minister 
as compared to eight lawyers reported stealing money, 
valuables, or equipment from buildings. Twice as many 
lawyers as ministers confessed to beating up strangers and 
participating in gang fights. The one respondent who 
admitted to taking a stranger's car and the other lone 
respondent who reported using narcotics were both lawyers.
Generally speaking, we may conclude that lawyers 
participated more than ministers in the delinquent acts of 
concern in this study. Only on four offenses did ministers 
exceed lawyers in acts reported— showing disrespect for 
elders, defying a teacher or principal, cheating on an exam, 
and taking auto parts. However, only for "showing disrespect 
for elders" was a statistically significant difference dis­
covered.
The disparity between lawyers and ministers on the 
item "showing disrespect for elders" may stem from differences 
in definition. Ministers may extend "disrespect for elders" 
to include more minute acts than those the lawyers include
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in their definitions.
It may be that for gambling and sneaking into movies, 
ministers were more reluctant to admit such acts, feeling 
inhibited by their position, or there may be real differ­
ences between lawyers and ministers for the acts "sneaking 
into movies," "showing disrespect for elders," and "gambling."
Summary of Delinquent Acts Reported To 
Have Occurred During Adolescence
Combining the figures for lawyers and ministers in 
Table XXXI permits us to summarize our data more readily. 
Looking at Table XXXI we see that for only one delinquent 
act did more than seven respondents report the frequency as 
"very often," and that was smoking cigarettes. Twenty 
lawyers and ministers admitted "very often" for this act. 
Drinking beer or hard liquor, smoking cigarettes, showing 
disrespect for elders and gambling were the only offenses 
for which more than eight respondents reported experiencing 
"sometimes." Five types of delinquent acts were confessed to 
by a majority or more of the lawyers and ministers. They 
are: cheating on an exam, drinking beer or hard liquor,
smoking cigarettes, showing disrespect for elders, and 
gambling.
Eight offenses were reported by 13 or fewer of the 
respondents. They were stealing money, valuables, or equip­
ment from buildings, setting fires, running away from home, 
beating up strangers, taking auto parts, taking a stranger's
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TABLE XXXI
FREQUENCIES BY TOTAL RESPONDENTS (98) ADMITTING 
"VERY OFTEN," "SOMETIMES," OR "RARELY"
TO DELINQUENT ACTS COMMITTED DURING 
THEIR ADOLESCENCE (12-18)




Cheat on exam 2 8 51 61
Drink beer or hard liquor 7 28 25 60
Smoke cigarettes 20 16 24 60
Show disrespect for elders 1 22 34 57
Gamble 6 20 27 53
Swipe things just for kicks 1 12 36 49
Other 2 4 34 40
Defy a teacher or principal 2 2 35 39
Play hookey from school 2 6 28 36
Sneak into movies or circus 7 3 24 34
Damage construction or 
property 0 6 22 28
Participate in gang fights 0 2 11 13
Steal money, valuables, or 
equipment from buildings 0 3 6 9
Set fires 1 1 7 9
Run away from home 0 0 7 7
Beat up strangers 0 1 5 6
Take auto parts 0 1 2 3
Take a stranger's car 0 0 1 1
Use narcotics 0 0 1 1
*Ranked from highest to lowest according to total 
admitting.
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car, and using narcotics. The last two items were reported 
by only one respondent each.
III. DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR 
(18-21)
Frequency of Number of Types of Offenses
Both lawyers and ministers generally admitted to fewer 
types of offenses during the age period 18-21. (Compare 
Tables XXVIII and XXXII.) Twenty-one lawyers reported seven 
or more different types of offenses for the period 12-18, 
but only two reported seven or more from 18-21. Similar 
results are observed for ministers, twelve of whom admitted 
to seven or more types of acts for the 12-18 period, but only 
one minister reported seven or more types of offenses during 
the period 18-21. No minister or lawyer for the 18-21 
period reported more than ten acts. • Two lawyers and eight 
ministers reported no offenses from 18-21 years of age, 
while for the 12-18 year period only one minister and one 
lawyer reported no acts.
Like the adolescent period, the preadult period showed 
significant differences in frequency of types of acts for 
lawyers and ministers. More lawyers were involved in a 
greater variety of disapproved-of acts than were ministers. 
(See Table XXXI.) Thirteen of the lawyers.as compared to 
five of the ministers reported 5-10 types of offenses.
The modal number of types of acts for both lawyers 
and ministers in the 18-21 period was only 3-4. This
TABLE XXXII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS 
AND NUMBER OF TYPES OF DELINQUENT ACTS REPORTED 
TO HAVE OCCURRED IN THEIR PRE-ADULT CAREERS
(18-21)
















(50) 2 4.0 8 16.0 27 54.0 11 22.0 0 0.0 2 4.0
Ministers
(48) 8 16.7 15 31.3 20 41.7 4 8.3 1 2.1 0 0.0
Chi-square = 3.97. Significant at the .05 level of confidence.
Note: To figure chi-squares, it was necessary to combine categories 0-4 and 5-10.
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represents a drop for lawyers, for whom the modal number of 
types of disapproved-of acts was 5-6 during the 12-18 period. 
However, the modal number of types of acts (3-4) for minis­
ters during the 18-21 period shows no change in the 18-21 
period.
The 50 lawyers admitted to a total of 314 acts during 
adolescence, as compared to 187 acts admitted to by the same 
lawyers during the age period 18-21, a 60 per cent decrease 
in total deviant acts. The ministers showed a similar, 
though smaller, drop in the total number of offenses noted 
for the older age period. Ministers reported 252. total 
offenses during adolescence and 120 offenses in preadulthood, 
about a 48 per cent decrease in total offenses for the 18-21 
period. Despite the greater decrease, lawyers still out­
number ministers in the variety of acts committed during the 
period 18-21 by 67 acts. The Z test of significance shows 
3.74, significant at the .01 level of confidence. Thus, it 
is doubtful that these differences occurred by chance.
Instead it is most likely that these were drawn from two 
different universes.
In summary, as predicted, both lawyers and ministers 
declined in the total number of offenses reported for the age 
period 18-21, lawyers dropping more than ministers. Dif­
ferences in modal number of types of acts showed a decline 
for lawyers, but none for ministers for the 18-21 period. 
These findings are consistent with those of Porterfield, who, 
in his study of self-reported delinquent behavior, also
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discovered great differences in delinquent behavior between 
college men aged approximately 18-21, and younger precollege 
men, who were more involved in disapproved-of behavior (see 
Table XXXIII).
Frequencies and Percentages of Specific Offenses
With the exception of three categories fewer lawyers 
and ministers admitted participation in the period 18-21 than 
in the period 12-18 (compare Tables XXX and XXXIII). These 
exceptions were drinking beer and smoking cigarettes, cate­
gories that, though they may have been disapproved-of by the 
respondents' parents or other adults in the community, were 
not violations of the law for those over 18 when and where 
most of these respondents grew up. The third exception was 
gambling. The same number, 35, lawyers admitted to gambling 
during both the adolescent and preadult period. Yet two 
more ministers confessed they gambled during preadulthood.
Comparing ministers with lawyers for each of the 
specific items of the check list reveals only two out of 
seven chi-squares which demonstrated significant differences, 
both at the .01 level of confidence. Lawyers confess more 
frequently to drinking beer and hard liquor (42) and 
gambling (35) than ministers who report 29 and 20, respec- 
tively for the two acts.
^Chi-square could be calculated for only the following 
acts: playing hookey from school, showing disrespect for
elders, cheating on an exam, drinking beer or hard liquor, 
gambling, smoking cigarettes, and "other." The items
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TABLE XXXIII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS (50) AND 
MINISTERS (48) ADMITTING AT LEAST ONCE TO 
SPECIFIC DELINQUENT ACTS DURING THEIR 
PREADULT CAREER (18-21)
Type of Preadult 
Delinquent Act*





Drink beer or liquor 42 29 71
Smoke cigarettes 35 32 67
Gamble 35 20 55
Cheat on an exam 13 10 23
Show disrespect for 
elders 11 12 23
Play hookey from school 14 6 20
Defy a teacher 12 3 15
Other 6 5 11
Damage construction or 
property 6 2 8
Swipe things 3 1 4
Sneak into movies 3 0 3
Steal money, valuables, or 
equipment from buildings 3 0 3
Beat up strangers 2 0 2
Take a stranger's car 1 0 1
Use narcotics 1 0 1
Participate in gang fights 0 0 0
Run away from home 0 0 0
Set fires 0 0 0
Take auto parts 0 0 0
*Ranked from highest to lowest according to total 
admitting.
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Neither lawyers nor ministers reported the following 
during preadulthood: running away from home, setting fires,
taking auto parts, and participating in gang fights. In 
addition, none of the ministers, but a few of the lawyers, 
admitted to the following offenses: sneaking into movies,
taking a stranger's car, beating up strangers, using nar­
cotics, and stealing money, valuables or equipment from building
IV. COMPARISON OF RESULTS OF THIS STUDY WITH THE 
STUDIES OF PORTERFIELD, NYE, AND SHORT
As is the case with most areas in the behavioral 
sciences, comparison of the data of this study with other 
studies is limited for a number of reasons. First, a standard 
list of offenses is not available. Secondly, unlike the Nye 
and Short studies, this one did not use offenses scalable by 
Guttman technique employed in the Nye and Short studies. 
Therefore, it is not possible to compare the seriousness of 
the acts admitted by the high school students in the Nye and 
Short study with the teen-age activities admitted by the
running away from home, sneaking into movies, defying a 
teacher, setting fires, swiping things, taking auto parts, 
taking a stranger's car, damaging construction and property, 
stealing money, beating up strangers, participating in gang 
fights, and using narcotics had too few responses in one or 
more cells of the contingency tables to permit the use of 
tests of significance.
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7adults in this study.
Comparison is further hindered by the fact that 
Porterfield and Nye's respondents were asked to recall their 
delinquent behavior from birth to their current age, which 
ranged from 16 to 18, a longer time than in this study.
This time difference might account partially for the 
generally higher percentages of Porterfield and Nye samples 
reporting the acts as compared to the samples of this study.
Still another difficulty should be noted. The fact 
that Porterfield's and Nye1s respondents were in their late 
teens may have resulted in more accurate recall and reporting 
than the subjects of this study who were much older when 
questioned. This, too, may account for the greater amount 
of offenses reported by the Porterfield and Nye teen-agers.
Similarities between the high school students of the 
Nye and Short study and the adults of this study include 
"playing hookey from school,” "running away from home," 
"swiping things," "using narcotics," and "drinking beer or
7"Extent of Unrecorded Juvenile Delinquency: Tenta­
tive Conclusions," Journal of Criminal Law. Criminology and
Police Science, XLIX, (Septeraber-October, 1958), 296-302; and "Reported Behavior as a Criterion of Deviant Behavior," 
Social Problems, V (Winter, 1957-1958), 207-13.
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Oliquor." (See Table XXXIV.) Great differences are noted 
for the following acts: "participated in gang fights," "take
a stranger's car," and "damage construction or property."
Only one of the lawyers and none of the ministers admitted to 
auto theft, yet 11.2 per cent of the Midwest and 14.8 per 
cent of the West samples of Nye's study confessed this act. 
This difference may reflect the recent increase in auto 
theft, more commonly called "joy-riding," which according to 
Wattenberg and Balistrieri, is a "favored group delinquency" 
found more associated with the middle class than other types 
of offenses.^
p "Extent of Unrecorded Juvenile Delinquency," 
p. 297. In this study, "swipe things just for kicks" is 
comparable for the most part to the Nye terminology "taken 
little things (worth less than $2.00) that did not belong to 
you." Other Nye terms which varied from this study were 
"skipped school," "taken part in gang fights," "taken a car 
for a ride without the owner's knowledge," "bought or drank 
beer, wine or liquor (include drinking at home)," "bought or 
drank beer, wine or liquor (outside your home)," "drank beer, 
wine or liquor in your own home," "deliberate property 
damage," and "used or sold narcotic drugs." Also there were 
a number of items in the Nye and Short study not considered 
in this study, i.e., sex relations with a person of the 
opposite sex. *
^"Automobile Theft: A 'Favored Group' Delinquency,"
The American Journal of Sociolocrv. LVII (May, 1952), 575-79. 
They discovered that juveniles involved in automobile theft 
came disporportionately from good neighborhoods and "favor­
able" ethnic groups and had good peer relationships as com­
pared to juveniles involved in other types of offenses. The 
F.B.I. Uniform Crime Reports for the past decade has been 
reporting an increase in the arrest of males under the age 
of 18 for automobile theft. It should be recalled that the 
Nye and Short samples were teen-agers in the late fifties. 
Most of the men in this study were teen-agers in the thirties 
and forties prior to World War II.
TABLE XXXIV
COMPARISON OF BECK'S DATA WITH THE RESULTS OF THE PORTERFIELD AND 
NYE AND SHORT STUDIES BY PERCENTAGES ADMITTING*
Types of Delinquent Beck Porterfield Nye and Short High School Samples
Acts 12-18 18-21 Pre-college College Mid-west West
Playing hookey from 
school 36.7 20.4 42.5 28.0 54.4 53.0
Run away from home 8.2 0.0 14.5 2.0 12.9 13.0
Sneak into movies 34.7 3.1 62.5 29.0 — —
Show disrespect for 
elders 58.2 33.7 mm mm mm mm 22.2 33.1
Set fires 9.2 0.0 13.0 14.0 — —
Swipe things just 
for kicks 50.0 4.1 MB 12.7 60.6
Take a stranger's 
car 2.0 2.0 0.5 0.0 11.2 14.8
Drink beer or liquor 61.2 72.4 38.0 53.0 67.7 57.2
Gamble 54.1 56.1 58.5 60.0 — —
Damage construction 
or property 16.3 8.1 mmmm BB 60.7 44.8Steal money or 
valuables from 
buildings 9.1 3.1
Beat up strangers 6.1 2.0 - — . 15.7 13.9
Participate in gang 
fights 13.3 0.0 ^  mm 24.3 22.5Use narcotics 1.0 1.0 ----- 1.4 2.3
*Only Porterfield and Nye data for acts comparable to this study are given.
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For "damage construction and property," while only 
16.3 per cent of the lawyers and ministers admit it, 60.7 
per cent of the Midwest sample and 44.8 per cent of the West 
sample in the Nye study recorded this act.^®
Participation in gang fighting, too, was less fre­
quently reported by the lawyers and ministers (13.3 per 
cent) as compared to 24.3 per cent for the Midwest sample 
and 22.5 per cent for the West sample. All three of the 
acts for which great differences were noted between samples 
of this study and the Nye study may reflect the official 
increases in these acts.
The sample of college students in the Porterfield 
study completed in 1946, are more comparable in year of birth 
to many of the men in this study.^ So we might expect 
fewer discrepancies for the three acts discussed above, when 
we compare the data of Porterfield's study with this one.
None of the Porterfield sample reported auto theft 
during college, and only 0.5 per cent reported the offense 
prior to college, as compared to one lawyer each for the 12- 
18 and 18-21 period.
"Setting fires" and "running away from home" yielded
■^Nye and Short, pp. cit., p. 297.
Youth in Trouble (Fort Worths Leo Potishman Founda­
tion, 1946), pp. 40-41.
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12results similar to Porterfield's. Thirteen per cent of 
the Porterfield students admitted this act before college as 
compared to 10.0 per cent of the lawyers and 8.3 per cent of 
the ministers of this study. However, while none of the 
ministers and lawyers of this study, reported setting fires 
during college, 14.0 per cent of the Porterfield college 
sample did.
Running away from home was reported by 14.5 per cent 
of Porterfield's precollege men as compared to 8.2 per cent 
of the men in this study.
What this study refers to as "sneaking into movies" 
and Porterfield calls "slipping into theatre" indicates a 
much higher involvement for Porterfield's college men than 
the men of this study. This difference may be in part at 
least a consequence of differential recall. The samples of 
this study were older and further removed from their 
adolescence than the men of Porterfield's and Nye's studies. 
They may have forgotten some of the delinquent offenses. 
There may have been selective recall operating; for example, 
men of this study may have been able to more readily recall 
"running away from home" than "sneaking into movies" account­
ing for similarities between the two studies for the act
•*-̂ In Porterfield's study the terms "setting fires in 
buildings" and "runaway, wandering" were used. Exactly what 
sort of behavior Porterfield included under "runaway, wan­
dering" is not mentioned in his study. It is assumed by 
this author that it includes running away from home and per­
haps other behavior.
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"running away from home" and discrepancy for the act "sneak­
ing into movies."
In conclusion, while this investigation of self- 
reported offenses is not entirely comparable with Nye, Short, 
and Porterfield studies, the following was observed:
1. Data of this study are similar to the Nye and 
Short findings, except for the following three acts: 
"participate in gang fights," "automobile theft," and "damage 
construction or property." These acts were more frequently 
reported by the Nye samples than by the groups of this study.
2. Lawyers showed less of a discrepancy than minis­
ters when compared to the Porterfield sample on the offense 
"auto theft." However, a higher percentage of Porterfield 
college men admitted to "sneaking into movies" than did the 
lawyers and ministers of this investigation.
3. Some evidence exists to suggest a real change in 
kinds of offenses currently in vogue among contemporary teen­
agers as compared to teen-age behavior of the past. Com­
paring figures of this study with those of Nye and Short 
seems to indicate greater involvement of teen-agers in "gang- 
fighting, " "automobile theft," and "damage of construction
or property."
V. LEGAL CONSEQUENCES OF DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
Though lawyers and ministers participated in many of 
the same acts that lead thousands of children to the juvenile 
courts and adjudication as juvenile delinquents, none of the
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lawyers and ministers were ever adjudged as delinquents.
This is not to say that the men in this study were 
never caught by the police doing something wrong during their 
adolescence (see Table XXXV). Thirty-three of the respon­
dents reported having been caught by the police for partici­
pation in illegal acts. Twice as many lawyers as ministers 
were caught, a statistically significant difference at the 
.05 level of confidence. The greater involvement of lawyers 
in delinquency, probably accounts for their higher rate of 
contact with the police than the ministers (see chapter VII).
The majority of both groups admitted no encounters 
with the police. This is probably a reflection of the 
number and degree of seriousness of the norm violations 
associated with the respondents in this study. The low rate 
of police contact may also be a function of the number of 
police in the respondents' neighborhoods. Perhaps the middle 
class youngster has more opportunity in his neighborhood to 
get away with the few delinquent offenses he commits.
Most of the acts involving police action were traffic 
violations (see Table XXXVI). Only three lawyers reported 
having been caught for two or more types of offenses. None 
of the ministers were caught for more than one type of act. 
The second most likely type of offense to draw police action 
consists of a variety of miscellaneous acts primarily includ­
ing pranks of various kinds. Three lawyers and two ministers 
were caught by the police for pranks.
Of the thirtyr-five lawyers and ministers who were
TABLE XXXV
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND 
MINISTERS REPORTING GETTING CAUGHT BY 
THE POLICE WHILE DOING SOMETHING 
THEY CONSIDERED WRONG OR 
UNLAWFUL
Respondents Cauqht Not Cauqht# % # %
Lawyers (49) 22 44.0 27 54.01
Ministers (48) 11 22.9 37 77.1
Total 33 64
Chi-square =5.17 significant at the .05 
level of confidence.
*Percentages do not add up to 100 because 
they do not include one lawyer who did not answer.
TABLE XXXVI
FREQUENCIES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS BY TYPES 
















One of the 
Preceding
Lawyers (24) 6 0 2 1 1 2 3 3
Ministers (11) 5 1 0 0 0 0 2 0
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caught by the police most were only warned and/or reprimanded
for their behavior. Only eight were arrested, seven lawyers
and one minister. All were arrested only once, except a
lawyer, who confessed to three arrests, yet argued he was
never brought to court.
Court records provide even further evidence of limited
contact with the legal system. Of the eight arrested by the
police only three, two lawyers and one minister, were brought
13before court and then only once each.
That delinquent behavior exists in the adolescent and 
preadult careers of lawyers and ministers was demonstrated 
in this chapter. However, a pattern of any one kind of. 
delinquent act was admitted by few. Instead respondents
were more likely to experiment once or twice in three or
four kinds of delinquent acts. Few committed any given kind 
of delinquent act more than once.
Of those acts of this study, which were comparable to 
Porterfield and Nye and Short studies of self-reported delin­
quency, some findings were discovered which were similar to 
the college and high school students' responses. However, 
of those acts which were comparable to the offenses of the
^The lawyers were arrested for the following offenses: 
trespassing, damaging property (shooting out street lights), 
speeding, drinking, and pranks, such as setting off fire 
alarm, and the one minister for speeding. One of the two 
lawyers was brought to court for setting off a fire alarm, 
the other lawyer and the minister for speeding.
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Nye and Short investigation, many fewer lawyers than minis­
ters admitted the acts than did the Nye and Short training 
school sample. Legal consequences for the most part were 
limited to getting caught by the police, warned and/or 
reprimanded. For the few who were arrested and brought to 
court, the experience did not have serious repercussions.
In the next chapter the responses of the first 36 
interviews for each of the types of delinquent acts are 
qualitatively analyzed.
CHAPTER VI
DELINQUENT ACTS: THEIR CIRCUMSTANCES
AND CONSEQUENCES
Frequencies of the delinquent acts reported by lawyers 
and ministers do not by themselves fully reveal the variety 
of circumstances accompanying delinquent acts nor the 
consequences of those acts. In this chapter the first 36 
interviews are qualitatively analyzed for patterns surround­
ing the initiation and termination of delinquent behavior.
I. OFFENSES IN ADOLESCENCE
For each adolescent delinquent act mentioned the 
following probe questions were asked of the respondent:^
(1) How old were you when you did ___________________  act?
(2) How long did you continue it? (3) How old were you when 
you stopped? (4) How did you happen to start? (5) What were 
the consequences for you? (6) Why did you stop? (7) How do 
you feel about it now?
In the following sections each of the specific acts
^Some probes were initiated by remarks made at the 
beginning of the interview. For example, the question "What 
did teen-agers generally do in their spare time in your 




2and the "other" category are discussed.
Cheating- on an Exam
Of all the acts "cheating on an exam" was most often 
reported. Yet, most respondents admitted only one or two 
such acts during their school career. A few reported a 
pattern of cheating from high school through college and in 
the case cited below in the military as well.
Though this minister checked "rarely" for cheating on 
exams apparently from his description he cheated quite fre­
quently, even on religious exams:
I was about 13 or 14 [when respondent began]. I 
know I did this in college too much. It really hurt 
my college work. Even though I knew I wanted to be a 
pilot, I was more interested in playing ball and 
having a good time than I was in studying. Along with 
a lot of other people in college I cheated on tests.
I carried the answers in with me. Even in the Navy 
training program we had one boy in thermodynamics 
that made straight 100's for nearly a year. . . .  
Practically every one of us copied the whole test 
from him, and we thought we were all going to make 
100, and the boy missed one decimal point— first time 
he had made a mistake in a whole year— and everybody 
in the class, about 15 or so of us, made 99. We all 
got C's in the course. . . .  I suppose even as a grown 
man in the seminary I cheated a time or two, not even 
thinking ahead to do it, but just sitting and talking 
back and forth in class when we were not supposed to 
talk. This was very limited and with a great deal of 
self-condemnation even when you slipped into it. It 
was not premeditated. You wonder what the hell are 
you doing cheating on a religious exam.3
2Details were not obtained for acts committed during 
the preadult period.
2This respondent did not decide upon the ministry until 
his late twenties, when he resigned from the Air Force to 
enter a Protestant seminary. His decision to become a minis­
ter obviously had no effect upon his adolescent behavior.
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In contrast to most of the types of acts reported, 
cheating on an exam has a very low level of observability 
and consequently is less likely to be detected than other 
acts such as stealing money, etc. Many of the respondents 
reported no consequences from their cheating.
Most of the cheating occurred at ages 15 and 16 in 
the setting of the high school, though a few reported 
cheating in college.
Generally the act involved the cooperation of at 
least one other individual. In some cases whole classes 
conspired to cheat. Often cheating was so popular that its 
popularity itself afforded a rationalization for the cheat­
ing and undoubtedly encouraged participation. Such seems 
to be the case with this lawyer, who, with several of his 
peers, was caught. He comments on the seriousness yet 
popularity of cheating:
Of course, there was always a question on cheating 
— on whether they would expel you or they wouldn't.
With the fact that all of the class was cheating, I 
was just doing what all the rest of them were doing. 
. . .  I cheated whenever I could.
Some cheated by aiding others. Although he is uncer­
tain about cheating for his own benefit, a lawyer recalled 
aiding another student:
I wouldn't say that I never did cheat on an exam, 
but I can't remember it. But I must have on some 
occasions. But things that really come to my mind 
about cheating are cheating in a sense of helping 
somebody else on an exam.
To explain how they happen to start cheating, respon­
dents frequently referred to pressures to cheat. Either
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others were doing it (see above) and they felt this endorsed 
their own behavior, or they thought they did not know the 
material well enough to pass the exam. In some cases both 
pressures operated. Probably underlying the above explana­
tion is the tremendous middle-class pressure to succeed. 
Recall in Chapter IV the great stress placed on good grades 
by most of the respondents and their parents.
Cheating may be a predominantly middle-class adapta­
tion. In Merton's terms the middle-class boy may not have
the legitimate means, namely knowledge, to obtain the goals
4of high grades emphasized among middle-class parents. Too 
much stress on success in terms of high grades without 
enough emphasis upon legitimate means may then create pres­
sure to deviate through non-institutionalized means. Yet, 
why, one might ask, if the above is true, do we not find 
more of a pattern of cheating among the men in this study? 
What is remarkable is not why they were involved in cheating, 
but why they did not cheat more frequently. Perhaps the 
threat of punishment was too great. Some stopped after they 
had been caught and embarrassed. A few mentioned stopping 
cheating because they felt guilty.
A lawyer stopped cheating largely as a consequence of 
his recognizing its wrongness and his lack of opportunity.
4Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure 
(revised and enlarged edition; New York: The Free Press of
Glencoe, Collier-Macmillan Ltd., 1964), pp. 121-60.
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He states:
I stopped in law school. There wasn't any cheat­
ing at all in law school. I wouldn't have cheated to 
help anybody. We had an honor system. The type of 
pxam made it difficult to cheat. . . .  I think it 
[cheating] is wrong.
Most of the men agreed that cheating was wrong and 
looked back on it as behavior that prevented them from 
getting as fine an education as they thought they should 
have.
Playing Hookey
Playing hookey is one of the top ten most frequently 
reported acts. For the most part there seem to be few pat­
terns of playing hookey among the respondents studied. 
Isolated instances are mentioned to have occurred in high 
school. Occasionally dissatisfaction with school or a par­
ticular teacher was the motivation. Usually reasons included 
the desire to go to a movie, to fish, etc. Similarly, to 
Thrasher's fun-loving delinquent boys playing hookey pro­
vided delightful experiences— at least until the boys were 
caught.'* Since playing hookey is not easily concealable, as 
are swiping fruit from trees and cheating on an exam, one's 
chance of getting caught is great. Consequently, respondents 
were frequently discovered and severely punished for their
^Frederick M. Thrasher, The Gang: A Study of 1,313
I'iPilU. I1! Chicago (abridged edition; Chicago: Phoenix Books,
The University of Chicago Press, 1953).
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behavior.®
Like much of the behavior of youth, playing hookey 
usually is a spontaneous, non-planned event, suggested by 
one or more members of a group. As one lawyer expresses it, 
"We'd just get to talking about going to a watermelon patch 
or going fishing or swimming and just go."
The influence of others is emphasized by a minister 
who, in explaining why he played hookey, answered, "I really 
had no reason to play hookey. Why I did it— I was with 
somebody else."
Opportunity is of greatest importance in understanding 
the cessation of this act. As with cheating, playing hookey 
is an act that requires an academic situation for its 
execution. Only a few of the respondents who admitted to
nplaying hookey did so throughout college.
The occasional playing hookey itself provided the 
opportunity (measured in time) for other kinds of disapproved 
of behavior, such as "swiping fruit" and "sneaking into 
movies and circus." However, there seems to be no evidence 
in this study as some have suggested that "playing hookey"
^However, if a student does, as one respondent did, 
fake illness or report some other excuse, the act may not be 
so easily detected.
^A lawyer distinguished between "playing hookey" and 
"cutting classes" in college; the latter was in his words 
"more sophisticated." Playing hookey might, of course, take 
other forms after the individual leaves school. For example 
in the business situation he may skip meetings, etc.
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8 • 1generally leads to a delinquent career. For one thing, it 
was reported "rarely" by most of those admitting the act. 
Second, none was ever labeled a truant nor was rejected by 
the school system. Most of.the respondents enjoyed school, 
and playing hookey, for the most part, was neither a conse­
quence of their rejection of the school nor of the school's 
rejection of them. Instead, playing hookey was fun, pro­
viding an opportunity to do things they enjoyed more than 
school, such as fishing and going to movies. However, strong 
positive sanctions from middle-class parents convinced them 
of the value of education and inhibited their behavior. Even 
so, playing hookey for most of the men did not completely 
stop until the opportunity was no longer available.
In retrospect, most of the respondents considered 
themselves the only victims of "playing hookey." They saw 
such behavior as "cheating themselves."9
O See for example The Crime Commission of New York, 
Subcommission on Causes and Effects of Crime, Individual 
Studies of 145 Offenders (New York, 1928), and The Crime 
Commission of New York, Subcommission on Causes and Effects 
of Crime, From Truancy to Crime: A Study of 251 Adolescents
(New York, 1928).
qFor an excellent discussion of crimes without 
victims see Edwin M. Schur, Crimes Without Victims (Engle­
wood Cliffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1965). In this
book he discusses abortion, homosexuality, and drug addic­
tion as crimes without victims.
154
Smoking Cigarettes and Drinking Beer 
and Hard Licruor
Since smoking cigarettes and drinking beer and hard 
liquor are commonly reported and are acts associated with 
adults, and in many circles expected of them, we shall con­
sider the two acts together. The two have much in common:
(1) both reflect youth's attempt at playing adult roles?
(2) both, in many areas of the United States are regarded 
not as wrong per se, but wrong for juveniles; (3) both, once 
begun, tend to continue into adulthood? and (4) both were 
often openly tolerated by the respondents' parents. In fact, 
some parents invited their sons to drink and smoke at home 
rather than with their peers, indicating that the parents 
attach more importance to the social context than to the 
acts themselves. The feeling seems to be that the family 
setting provides some social control over drinking and 
smoking not afforded by the local bar.
However, most of the drinking and smoking began among 
all-male peer groups and continued in heterosexual peer 
groups. To maintain social status, a respondent would accept 
a drink or cigarette proffered by a friend and "go along with 
the crowd."
Drinking and smoking did not always continue into 
adulthood, of course. One minister determined never to smoke 
after his first attempt. He recalls:
When I was 17 and a senior patrol leader in the 
Scout troop, we were going on a night hike from our 
meeting place over to the wooded area a couple of
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miles away, and one of the boys had some cigarettes.
And he dared two of us to smoke the cigarettes in 
front of our Scout master, and I did. And the Scout 
master didn't say anything at that time. But when we 
got back to our meeting place, he called me aside and 
told me that I was suspended from the troop for six 
weeks. That hurt very much because I had earned a 
free camp of two weeks that summer, and it came, and 
I couldn't go. . . . 1  have not had a temptation to 
smoke since.
This minister had selected smoking as his most serious 
delinquency not because of the seriousness of the act itself 
but because of its serious consequences. For the most part, 
the respondents reported no consequences from smoking or 
drinking, except for some mentions of lectures from parents.
One lawyer, however, had a near-encounter with the 
police when he and some college friends, after a few drinks, 
threw a bowling pin through a window. They were chased out 
of town by the police but escaped uncaught. The incident 
apparently did not affect the group members' later success; 
two became medical doctors and one an engineer.
Showing Disrespect for Elders 
and Defying Teachers
Because the categories, showing disrespect for elders 
and defying teachers, overlap considerably, we shall handle 
them together. The first 36 interviews indicate that neither 
lawyers nor ministers were involved in ungovernable behavior 
that might have led them to become institutionalized. For the 
most part disrespect had been so mild that it was difficult 
for them to cite specific examples. A few recalled that 
delinquent acts such as sneaking into movies and smoking
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resulted in disrespectful behavior to the authorities who 
caught them. Generally, however, the answers were very 
vague. One lawyer reconsidered and negated his original 
positive reply to "showing disrespect," "Maybe I shouldn't 
have put that answer because I don't recall at any one time 
that I showed disrespect."
As with other forms of delinquent behavior, "showing 
disrespect to elders" frequently occurred in a peer-group 
situation sponsored by adults. Boy Scout leaders as well as 
teachers, for example, were targets for the respondents' 
hostility. Usually disrespect was merely vocal— "talking 
back"— certainly nothing like the teacher beatings in 
today's big-city high schools. However, one lawyer did 
report that he hit a teacher who had slapped him for making 
noise. The principal, upon hearing of the teacher's action, 
sympathized with the respondent. Though the student was 
given the opportunity to press charges on the teacher, he 
preferred to be transferred to another teacher.
Unlike most delinquent acts, showing overt disrespect 
and defying teachers are usually detected at least by the 
authority toward whom the behavior is directed. So few men­
tioned any consequences to these acts that we are led to 
believe their action was so trivial that those in authority 
gave little thought to retribution or punishment. The most 
severe penalty reported for defying a teacher was expulsion, 
mentioned by one respondent. None of the respondents was 
reported to the courts.
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Gambling
For the most part, gambling in high school involved 
poker playing. Other forms mentioned at least once include 
pitching pennies, jumping contests, and "craps." Like 
alcohol consumption and cigarette smoking, gambling, too, in 
our society involves a double age standard. It is condoned 
by some adults for adults but not for children. Gambling, 
then, becomes a way for youth to demonstrate their maturity, 
their adulthood. Like drinking and smoking, when gambling 
is carried on into adulthood, it becomes more tolerated by 
the community, though it is usually not legal.
None of the respondents admitted to involvement in 
syndicate-operated gambling. Instead, most gambling was an 
informal activity among friends and involved penny-ante 
betting.
Swiping Things Just for Kicks
As stated earlier, few of the respondents mentioned 
"stealing money and valuables from buildings." "Swiping," 
however was a more popular sport. Among small town and 
rural youth the most frequent items stolen were various forms 
of fruit, especially watermelon.
The Boy Scouts afforded one lawyer an opportunity to 
steal; he recalls the only thing he stole was a canteen he 
had found near the camp store. Later he lied to his mother, 
saying he had purchased it.
While a few used the word "steal" in speaking about
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their theft experiences, many preferred to use the word 
"swipe" or some other euphemism, because most did not con­
sider their activities as stealing, nor even illegal. One 
lawyer recalled "hooking" fruits and vegetables from the 
university experimental garden in the company of his peers. 
He did not feel particularly guilty, because, as he ration­
alized, "We really regarded it as public property."
Stealing was something engaged in by "crooks," and 
none of the respondents considered themselves criminals.
They stressed the "naturalness" of their pilfering— not 
"stealing," but "expected boyhood behavior." One lawyer 
explained, "We didn't deliberately steal. We would take 
plums or something like that, but never deliberately."
Another defends his acts;
I should think that in the country in those days 
when there wasn't anything to do, it was a natural 
thing for boys. . . . There was nothing to do but go 
up and down the dirt roads through pastures, water­
melon patches, peach orchards. . . .  We'd just help 
ourselves.
Most of this stealing of fruit and occasional "taking 
things" from the five and ten cent store occurred in early 
adolescence (around 12 or 13) and most of it in the company 
of the respondents' non-adult-sponsored teen-age peer groups. 
Little such activity was reported for late teens and almost 
none in the preadult period.
Each act of theft involved only petty larceny. No 
burglaries were reported, although trespassing was sometimes 
involved.
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Reasons offered for why the respondents stopped in 
later adolescence suggest that "swiping fruit," probably like 
many other activities of youth, eventually becomes less 
intriguing and less expected of older youth, whose roles 
include, perhaps, a different, more sophisticated kind of 
theft, such as embezzlement. New activities such as driving 
the family car and dating had much to do with the cessation 
of swiping, according to many respondents.
For a few, however, "swiping" gained a new status as 
part of college pranks that usually involved a number of 
fellows. A lawyer is reminded of how he helped to move a 
candy case from a girls' dormitory. When the dean of women 
found out about the incident, she threatened to call the 
police if the offenders did not tell her where it was. 
Realizing that she would not call the police because "she had 
a good sense of humor," the boys, to compound the joke, called 
the local police themselves. Their joke backfired, however, 
and some of the boys involved were arrested. The respondent 
avoided arrest because he had-left for home because of his 
father's illness and was not at college when the police made 
their arrests.
A minister also tells of a prank involving theft and 
destruction of property in his late teens. For him it was 
the most serious of all his offenses. He recalls how, quite 
by accident, he became involved. While he and a cousin were 
sitting in his car in front of a poolroom, six of his cousin's 
friends piled into the car. In the minister's words:
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One of the boys shook a parking meter loose, right 
there by the car and threw it in the back of my car.
He said, "Let's go!" I said, "Man, let's put that 
parking meter back!" He said that we had already got 
it out and now let's go. So I took off. . . .  I went 
off there in the country and stopped at a creek and 
made them throw it in the creek.
Like the lawyer above, the minister avoided arrest by 
returning to his home town and not mentioning the event to 
anyone. However, the others involved were questioned by the 
police and forced to pay for the broken meter.
Clearly the theft activities engaged in by the 
respondents of this study were not the consequences of status 
or economic frustrations. The boys were not rejecting or 
reacting against a society that frustrated them in obtaining 
status as Cohen suggests.^-® Nor were their legitimate means 
to obtain success so limited as to produce stress toward 
deviance.'1''1" "Swiping" fruit and pranks involving theft were 
fun activities, something the offenders thought of as natural 
for boys to do. All of them could have had all the fruit 
they wanted; some had it growing in their own back yards.
Yet taking fruit from one's own back yard would have taken 
the sport and the excitement out of the pursuit. Theft 
activities which were frequently mentioned early in the inter> 
view (under peer group activities) particularly conform to
^-®See Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Boys: The Culture
of the Gang (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 1955).
■^Robert K. Merton, "Social Structure and Anomie," 
American Sociological Review. Ill (October, 1938), 672-82.
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12the picture of juvenile delinquency suggested by Bordua.
Consequences for such acts usually involved only an 
occasional reprimand, rarely more serious action— such as 
threats by farmers carrying shotguns.
Stealing Money. Valuables, and Equipment 
from Buildings
Most of what was said concerning "swiping things just 
for kicks" may be said for "stealing," a term the respondents 
rarely used. Obviously "swiping things just for kicks" 
might include stealing money, valuables, and equipment from 
buildings, but as mentioned earlier, most of the theft was 
from gardens, not from buildings. One lawyer, hesitant to 
use the word "steal," reported "swiping" money from his 
mother. The investigator recorded this not as stealing, but 
as "swiping things just for kicks."
None of the first 36 respondents admitted to "stealing 
money, valuables, and equipment from buildings," though some 
of their acts of theft classified as swiping could well fit 
under that category.
12David J. Bordua, "Delinquent Subcultures: Socio­
logical Interpretations of Gang Delinquency," The Annals of 
the American Academy of Political and Social Science. 
CCCXXXVIII (November, 1961), 120-36. Bordua considers most 
of the recent theories of delinquency as inadequate and 
unrealistic as they conceive of the delinquent as a frus­
trated, tension-ridden individual, not the happy-go-lucky 
fun-loving delinquent of Thrasher's day. See Thrasher, loc. 
cit.
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Sneaking Into Movies and Circus
Like "swiping things just for kicks" and stealing,
sneaking into movies and circuses seems to be confined pri-
13marily to early teens. It is, like most other types of 
delinquent behavior, an activity primarily associated with 
non-adult-sponsored peer groups.
Again, the respondents were not reacting to a lack of 
legitimate opportunities. Most of them could have obtained 
money from their parents to pay for tickets. As one lawyer 
explained, "We wanted to see the movies and it was also the 
idea of having fun, I thought, because I had the money to 
get in."
A minister, also, stressed the availability of money 
as well as the influence of the group associated with illicit 
entry. He recalls:
We were going to the movie and I remember that I 
had the money for the movie in my pocket. But some 
of the fellows said, "Why pay when we can go in 
through the side door?" We went around to the side, 
and it was the easiest thing in the world. We just 
waited until somebody came out the side door and then 
we went in.
Some of the element of short-run hedonism of the sort 
described by Cohen is also implied in the respondents' 
d e s c r i p t i o n s w h i l e  they may not have had any money at
•1-3One lawyer did, however, mention never having 
slipped into movies or circuses until he was in college. At 
that time it was rather fashionable at his college for 
students to slip in without paying.
^Cohen, op. cit., pp. 30-31.
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the time they were considering going to the movies or circus, 
their decision was so spontaneous that such formalities as 
asking parents for money did not occupy their thoughts. If 
they waited to earn the money, the circus might have gone or 
the cinema programming have changed.
A number of reasons were offered to account for the 
cessation in later adolescence of sneaking into movies and 
circuses. Some felt they just grew out of it, suggesting 
that perhaps this type of activity was not considered appro­
priate as part of the role of older children. Then, too, 
other activities such as dating replaced illegal entry into 
movies and circuses. Obviously, when dating it would be 
rather embarrassing and childish to ask your date to slip 
into the movies by the back door. Such is hardly the way . 
for a middle-class youth to impress his girl friend.
Again, as with most of the delinquent behavior reported 
here, the consequences were minor. The most serious involved 
reprimands and banishment from the theater. However, most 
sneaking-ins were never detected by theater or circus 
authorities-.
Damaging Construction or Property
While both lawyers and ministers were involved in the 
damage of property to some extent, most of it was associated 
with Hallowe'en pranks. As youths, however, they generally 
felt that they conformed to the norm of non-destructiveness 
even in their Hallowe'en stunts. One lawyer, speaking of
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Hallowe'en pranks, emphasizes this non-destructiveness:
Well, in this time [early teens], I guess, going 
around lifting the garbage cans and putting them out 
in the street. . . . But we never had destroyed 
property. I think this [non-destructive pranks] was 
the problem at this time and not destruction.
Much of the destructive behavior was non-malicious 
and unintended.15 Often it stemmed from negligence in 
executing Hallowe'en mischief. For example, one minister 
replies:
One time on Hallowe'en we gathered up some hedge 
balls and put them on people's front porches. . . .
One of the balls went through a window and the next 
day the city police gathered us all up, 'cause they 
pretty well knew who did it, and we had to pay for 
the glass. We didn't break the window to destroy 
something. It was just Hallowe'en and we always did 
something mischievous. No harm was intended.
Damaging property for the most part was an activity 
of the non-adult-sponsored peer groups. However, one 
lawyer's vandalistic activities were primarily confined to 
the Boy Scouts. As a consequence of the rough behavior 
involving him and other members, several chairs were broken 
at the church where their meetings were held. In their 
rough and tumble play they would jump out the back window of 
the church and in the process they ruined the preacher's 
garden. The respondent involved implied that their behavior
15ibid., pp. 22 ff. Their destructive activities were 
hardly of the type that Cohen associates with the delinquent 
subculture, which he posits is non-utilitarian, malicious, 
and negativistic. While the respondents of this study were, 
for the most part, involved in non-utilitarian activities, 
they were far from being malicious or for that matter, 
negativistic. Destructive activities did not involve flaunt­
ing authorities and their rules.
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was a consequence of inadequate supervision. In fact, much 
of the time, he stated, they had no supervision at all.
Here again, their destructive behavior was not malicious.
In contrast, some of the respondents reported malicious
destruction more nearly approximating the activities of the
16delinquent gang observed by Cohen. For example, some men­
tioned one or more of the following kinds of deliberate 
vandalism: shooting out street lights, blowing up garbage
cans at Hallowe'en, dumping outhouses, and breaking stolen 
light bulbs. The last activity was considered by one 
offender as his most serious delinquent act, because in his 
words, "We were destroying people's property for pure mean­
ness— for no reason at all."
The few vandalistic activities that were reported 
occurred in early adolescence. Again there is some sugges­
tion in the respondents' accounts that damaging property is 
"kids' stuff," not a part of the role of a mature person.
Most of the consequences were minor and in the few 
cases in which the respondents were caught they were forced 
to pay for their damages. Exceptional was the consequence 
of the vandalistic activities reported to have occurred in 
the Boy Scouts (see page 164). Their acts were detected and 
the offenders were reported to their parents. As a result 
the lawyer and his friend were sent by their parents to an 
overnight boys' camp in an attempt to reform them. Bitter
J-Slbid.. pp. 25-29.
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about what they considered a miscarriage of justice, they 
packed their suitcases full of stink bombs and fireworks.
In his own words the lawyer explains, "We were going to 
literally blow that place [the camp] up."
However, the night they were to initiate their plans 
an interesting turn of events changed their minds. Quite by 
accident the boys came across a rattlesnake, caught it, and 
became the heroes of the camp. So much were they looked up 
to that they began to feel they had to set the example for 
the others.
While destroying property is the kind of act likely 
to be detected, few of the offenders in this study were dis­
covered by authorities, and none of the consequences, when 
the offenders were caught, amounted to anything more than 
reported above. In fact, since their vandalistic activities 
were largely a part of Hallowe'en rites, they were institu­
tionalized and to some extent tolerated by adults as a part 
of the "natural process of growing up."
Participating- in Gang Fights and Beating Up Strangers
Because the two items, participating in gang fights 
and beating up strangers, were sometimes interchanged by the 
respondents, who generally found the terms ambiguous, the two 
kinds of delinquencies are considered together. Most of the 
fighting that the respondents of this study reported was 
really neither gang fighting nor beating up strangers. They 
were fights between individuals whom they knew well. What
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they did label "gang fights" were more like collective "fist 
fights" or brawls. Hardly were they the sort of violent 
death-dealing organized form of battles we know of as gang 
warfare today. Weapons were generally not used, though an 
occasional bottle might be. One lawyer reported stopping 
fighting because he had become afraid after an assault on 
his head with a bottle.
While none of the respondents felt that their peer 
group was a delinquent gang as we speak of today, some of 
their descriptions of fighting had some gang characteristics. 
A minister who grew up in a large metropolitan working-class 
area implies in his discussion of fighting that his peer 
group had their own territories that they would fight to 
protect. He describes the fighting as follows:
We used to have fights in certain areas of the 
playgrounds. It wasn't exactly a gang, but the 
fellows of the neighborhood would all stick together 
and there were certain places where they had great 
reputations for toughness and they wouldn't take 
five or six of us. If we were walking together, they 
wouldn't fight. But if one fellow wanted to fight-- 
bingo!— they would go in on it.
Yet he further states:
There wasn't anything serious came out of it . . . 
nothing like a knife or anything like that. But every 
once in a while a guy would get hit in the head.
From the discussions concerning fighting it was clear
that most of it was a spontaneous, unorganized sort of free-
for-all, more like brawls than the gang-fighting of delin-
17quency literature. '
None of the respondents were members of gangs like
l^For example, see Lewis Yablonsky, The Violent Gang 
(paperback edition; Baltimore: Penguin Books, Inc., 1966).
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those in the slums of our large cities today. Some of the 
fighting occurred after football games among the fans of 
rival teams. High school interfraternity fights were also 
reported.
For the most part, beating up strangers referred to 
fist fights with one's peers and involved only two individuals.
Some respondents refused to consider their fighting 
activities either gang fighting or beating up of strangers. 
Their behavior was coded as "other." For example, one 
respondent explains:
I was quite active, I guess you would say, With 
my fists. There were quite a few fist fights. They 
were never gang fights— just individual boy fights.
A lawyer who admitted participating in gang fights 
denied "beating up strangers," even though he had been with 
other boys while they rolled homosexuals in the park. The 
respondent insisted, however, that he remained in the car 
during the assault, which he described as physically harmless. 
He insists that all his companions did was to take the homo­
sexual's pants off and, possibly, take his money.
While most of the fighting occurred in and between 
non-adult-sponsored peer groups, both the YMCA and the Boy 
Scouts were reported to provide situations involving fighting. 
One offender classified fighting in the YMCA as gang fighting. 
Another, who fought in Boy Scouts, denied that it was either 
gang fighting or beating up strangers. His response was 
classified under "other."
Quite clearly the concepts of "gang fighting" and
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"beating up strangers" were too vague and ambiguous. Though 
many respondents classified their fighting in one or the 
other category, most of them emphasized the mildness of 
their fighting as compared to what is known as gang fighting 
today.
Also of importance is the general agreement that 
fighting stopped in their late teens and was almost non­
existent by the time they entered college. Dating and work 
activities were mentioned as factors leading to the cessation 
of fighting.
Setting Fires
"Setting fires" also proved to be an ambiguous and 
vague item. The interviewees were, however, told by the 
investigator to exclude approved-of fires, such as burning 
of leaves for which adult permission was given. It was 
intended that this category include only setting fires with­
out parental permission. Some of the activities reported 
under setting fires could have been coded as "damaging con­
struction and property." One lawyer interpreted "setting 
fires" to include lighting firecrackers in Boy Scouts. This 
was the same lawyer mentioned earlier (see page 164) who was 
involved in breaking chairs at Boy Scout meetings. Concerning 
the reasons for lighting firecrackers he offers, "The excuse 
for it was that we didn't particularly like the strict leader­
ship, and I guess we were resentful . . .  maybe because we 
were not the leaders."
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It may be that very strict leadership or inadequate 
supervision or both may affect delinquent behavior. For 
example, the same respondent who reported "setting fires" at 
Boy Scouts also broke chairs during a period of inadequate 
supervision. Perhaps the combination of strict leadership 
and inadequate supervision creates the kind of situation 
suited to temporary outbreaks of delinquent behavior.
Like most of the pranks reported, setting fires were 
acts of spontaneity. A minister recalls how he happened to 
set fire to a bridge:
I was out with a group of boys one Hallowe'en 
night, and they were putting some kind of pipe across 
a bridge and they had kerosene lamps to show where 
the ditch was. And someone got a bright idea of 
setting the bridge afire.
Setting fires generally terminated in later adoles­
cence, when it was no longer considered appropriate 
behavior.
Running Away From Home
Limited information about running away from home was 
obtained in this study, since it was reported by only seven 
people. Of these seven only three lawyers and no ministers 
are among the first 36 interviews for which detailed informa­
tion is available. For one lawyer running away from home 
was the most serious delinquent act he could recall. When 
he was 43 he ran away from home to join the Merchant Marines, 
but was caught by the police shortly afterward and returned 
home.
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. None mentioned running away from home more than once.
Taking Auto Parts. Using Narcotics, 
and Taking a Stranger's Car
Few respondents reported taking auto parts, using 
narcotics, or taking a stranger's car. Only one of the 
first 36 interviews mentioned taking auto parts. The respon­
dent, who stole hub caps, did so in the company of friends—  
then only once and never again because he feared the conse­
quences, though he had not been caught. However, for two of 
his friends, stealing auto parts became a regular activity.
Only one respondent, a lawyer, admitted to using 
marijuana and only once— at age 16. When he was about 18 or 
19, he claimed, he experimented once with a hypodermic needle 
filled with heroin.
The one incident of car theft involved really joy 
riding, as does most auto theft among youngsters. There was 
no intention of keeping the car. So unprofessional, impatient, 
and spontaneous were they in their pursuit of a car to take 
for a ride that they "borrowed" an unmarked police car.
-*-®While the respondent may have used marijuana, this 
investigator seriously questions the respondent's accuracy 
concerning his use of heroin. "Main lining," which involves 
shooting heroin directly into the veins with a hypodermic 
needle, is extremely dangerous and especially so for a per­
son who has not yet built up tolerance for the drug. Heroin 
users usually begin by popping their skin with a safety pin 
and dropping the heroin into the break in the skin. The 
drug is then slowly introduced into the blood stream. It is 
not until they build up a great amount of tolerance to the 
drug that they are able to use a hypodermic needle.
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Their trip was quickly shortened by the police, but nothing 
happened to them beyond a warning from their captors.
The extensive variety of acts reported is best under­
stood by examining the "other" category.
"Other" Category
Many of the responses involved a wide range of sexual 
activities. Frequently they were mentioned in answer to the 
question, "What kind of activities did you participate in in 
your neighborhood as a teen-ager?" Besides normal hetero­
sexual relations, homosexuality, masturbation, and bestiality 
were confessed by a few respondents. A minister reported 
engaging in homosexual prostitution. Both he and his brother 
in early adolescence were paid by a male homosexual for 
sexual favors during a period of approximately one year.
Another respondent, referring to weekend trips to his 
cousins' farm, recalls how they would have sexual intercourse 
with sheep.
More of the acts mentioned at least once under the 
category, "other," include swimming in dangerous waters, 
negligent use of firearms, obscene telephone calls to a 
strange female, driving without a license, shooting Negroes 
with rubber bands, "nigger-knocking" (throwing tomatoes, etc. 
at Negroes), sexual relations with a girl as a requirement 
to join a club, "b-b" gun wars, photographing oneself in the 
nude, traffic violations, "walking tickets" (leaving restau­
rants without paying the bill), visits to houses of
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prostitution, fist fights among acquaintances, disobeyance 
of seminary rules, drag racing, trespassing, attendance at 
illegal cockfights and burlesque shows, bootlegging beer, 
illegal riding of freight cars, hunting out of season, plus 
a large assortment of non-destructive Hallowe'en pranks.
II. GENERALIZATIONS DERIVED FROM THE DATA
The following is a list of some generalizations that 
may be derived from the data of this study. These general­
izations need to be systematically tested in future research.
1. Most of the delinquent behavior reported by the 
respondents occurred during their early adolescence only.
This was especially true for types of acts which, if com­
mitted by adults, would be considered crimes. But acts such 
as playing hookey from school, defying parents and teachers, 
drinking beer and liquor and smoking cigarettes— acts which 
if they involved adults would not be considered crimes— are 
much more likely to be continued after age 18.
2. Most of the activities were non-utilitarian, non- 
malicious, and spontaneous. This was especially evident in 
the destructive activities, which involved primarily 
Hallowe'en pranks.
3. Motivation for most of the violations did not 
appear to involve status or economic frustrations of the kind 
discussed by Cohen and Merton. However, pressure to cheat on 
examinations may have been a result of frustrations in 
obtaining the success goals of high grades that middle-class
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parents demand of their children.
4. Much of the delinquent action was committed in the 
context of "normal" boyhood behavior. For example, the 
"naturalness" accorded the stealing of fruit and emphasized 
by the respondents suggests that certain forms of delinquent 
behavior may be institutionalized as the accepted patterns
of behavior associated with "maleness" and "growing up."
There might be, as Matza has suggested, certain subterranean
values among the middle class that encourage if not condone
19delinquent behavior.
5. Delinquent action is social action. Most of the 
violations reported in this study occurred in the confines 
of a group. Usually it was the interviewee's informal teen­
age peer group. But frequently adult-sponsored groups, such 
as Boy Scouts and YMCA provided the situation for delinquency. 
Strict leadership or lack of supervision or both may account 
for many of the violations.
6. Consequences of the delinquencies with the excep­
tion of the eight who were arrested by the police were 
usually nonlegal; in fact, few were ever detected for their 
acts, even by their parents. When they were punished, it was 
primarily by the denial of privileges, though a few endured
^David Matza and Gresham M. Sykes, "Juvenile Delin­
quency and Subterranean Values," American Sociological Review. 
XXVI (October, 1961), 712-19. He defines subterranean 
values as follows: " . . .  values, that is to say, which are
in conflict or in competition with other deeply held values 
but which are still recognized and accepted by many."
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corporal punishment.
7. Reasons given for the cessation of their . 
behavior generally referred to the process of maturation.
The evidence suggests that certain forms of delinquent be­
havior, such as illegal entry into movies, are no longer 
appropriate after adolescence when one is trying to play the 
role of an adult. Such activities may be considered childish. 
Then, too, other kinds of activities— such as dating, work, 
etc.— come to compete with the all-male peer group and its 
often-delinquent activities.
It is unlikely that getting caught by the police or 
others had much effect on the cessation of delinquency.
First, for most youngsters the consequences of their delin­
quent acts involved only mild guilt feelings. Second, even 
though few were caught and punished for their acts, there 
was little evidence of a pattern of any particular type of 
offense (see Chapter V). Data on why respondents ceased 
committing delinquent acts are limited in this study. More 
investigation of how middle-class youngsters grow out of 
delinquency would be invaluable in understanding the career 
adult criminal who was a former juvenile delinquent but did 
not "grow out of" his delinquent behavior.
In the next chapter the third problem, the factors 
associated with adolescent delinquent behavior, is considered.
CHAPTER VII
FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR
The last chapter dealt primarily with a descriptive 
analysis of the circumstances and consequences of self- 
reported delinquency. Now it is necessary to explain the 
greater delinquency reported by lawyers than by ministers. 
Such an explanation may shed significant light on the third 
problem of the study: What factors produce middle-class
delinquency?
The basic questions in this chapter become: What
are the differences between lawyers and ministers that re­
sult in lawyers1 committing more delinquent acts during 
adolescence than ministers?. Are the differences real or 
merely apparent? In the next section several factors af­
fecting the validity of the differences are explored. 
Following this is a discussion of the tentative independent 
variables that might explain differences, if the differences 
are real.
I. FACTORS AFFECTING THE VALIDITY OF THE REPORTED 
DIFFERENCES BETWEEN LAWYERS AND MINISTERS
Differential recall due to age, memory differences,
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repression,or a combination of these, is one factor that 
may affect the validity of the differences between lawyers 
and ministers.
Age, however, as a determining factor, can be rejected. 
Certainly younger men might have more complete recall than 
older men. But when the members of this sample are cate­
gorized into five-year periods, the largest number of both 
lawyers (12) and ministers (15) fall into the age group 35- 
39. (See Table XXXVII.) The ages of the two groups show 
strong similarities.
Rejecting age does not rule out the possibility that 
those who become lawyers have generally better memories than 
those who become ministers. But since law and ministry re­
quire similar verbal and mental skills and similar education 
levels, this possibility seems, to say the least, remote.
Repression as an explanation might be a possibility.
It is unlikely that ministers would deliberately withhold 
information. Strong religious faith may inhibit ministers 
from recalling past events painful to their consciences.
We cannot say with certainty that repression does or does 
not affect the reports of ministers more greatly than those 
of lawyers.
Sincerity rather than recall may account for the 
differences. However, this study presents no evidence that 
lawyers are more honest than ministers, except, perhaps,
TABLE XXXVII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES OF LAWYERS AND MINISTERS 





















Lawyers 9 18.0 15 30.0 8 16.0 8 16.0 5 10.0 5 10.0 0 0.0
Ministers 8 16.7 12 25.0 9 18.8 8 16.7 5 10.4 5 10.4 1 2.1
*Refers to age at last birthday before interview
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for the fact that lawyers reported less involvement in 
cheating on exams than did ministers. (See Chapter V).
II. TENTATIVE INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
Assuming that the differences in self-reported adoles­
cent delinquent behavior are real and not apparent, how can 
we account for these differences?
Part of the answer might lie in the twenty-six inde­
pendent variables chosen for investigation. Comparing 
ministers and lawyers for each of these factors (see Chapter 
IV), we note large differences between the two occupational 
groups for the following thirteen variables: age of oc­
cupational commitment, interest in good grades as compared 
to friends, interest of friends in getting good grades, 
interest of father in getting good grades, interest of 
mother in getting good grades, importance of religion, 
adolescent change in religious feelings, occupation of 
father, income of family of origin, size of neighborhood, 
class of neighborhood, parent got along with better, and 
getting caught by the police.
^Statistically significant differences between lawyers 
and ministers were discovered for the variable, income of 
family of procreation. However, it was not considered a 
factor causing delinquency because it follows delinquency 
in temporal sequence.
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III. STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT RELATIONSHIPS
Chi-square was used to test the statistical signifi­
cance of each of the thirteen variables to determine their 
association with the number of delinquent offenses, the 
dependent variable of this study.2
Of the thirteen independent variables, four were found 
to be statistically significant at the .05 level of confidence 
with relation to types of disapproved-of offenses, age 12- 
18. They are: importance of religion, getting caught by
police, parent got along with better, and socioeconomic class 
of the neighborhood. (See Table XXXVIII.) The single factor 
showing the strongest relationship to types of disapproved- 
of behavior when tested with the phi coefficient with .5 
correction factor is importance of religion, for which a 
phi coefficient of .29 was discovered.^
Getting caught by police, "parent got along with 
better, and socioeconomic class of neighborhood, rank
^To have theoretical frequencies of more than five, it 
was necessary to collapse all the original tables to 2 x 2 
tables.
h  x^ - .5, a standardized test to determine the 
N
strength of a chi-square disregarding the number in each 
sample. Note the totals for the sample in Tables XXXIX to 




SUMMARY OF CHI-SQUARES SIGNIFICANT AT THE .05 LEVEL OF 
CONFIDENCE FOR FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH NUMBER 
OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS
Independent Variables
X2 with .5 
Correction
$ with .5 
Correction
Importance of Religion 7.713* .29
Getting caught by police 6.540 .26
Parent got along with better 6.572 .27
Socioeconomic Class of 
Neighborhood 4.075 .19
*Significant at the .01 level.
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second, third, and fourth, respectively in strength of chi- 
squares.
For each of the above factors with respect to delin­
quent activities the null hypotheses of no differences were 
rejected.
In the sections to follow each of the four variables 
found significantly related to disapproved-of behavior will 
be considered in detail.
Importance of Relief ion
To the question, "Generally how important was religion 
to you during your adolescent years— very important, somewhat 
important, fairly important, or not at all important?" 77 per 
cent answering "very important" admitted only from one to six 
delinquent acts. (See Table XXXIX.) Only 23 per cent ad­
mitted as many as seven to twelve acts. The majority of those 
considering religion less important or not important at all 
(54 per cent) confessed to seven to twelve offenses.
The consideration of religion as very important during 
adolescence perhaps explains why ministers were less involved 
in delinquent behavior at ages twelve to eighteen than were 
lawyers. They tended to consider religion "very important" 
more frequently than did the lawyers (see Chapter IV). It 
should be recalled, too, that ministers more frequently re­
ported a positive change in religion during their adolescence.
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TABLE XXXIX
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES FOR IMPORTANCE OF RELIGION 
AND THE NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS
Importance of Religion






i t—1 to Total
Very 40 77 12 23 52
Somewhat,Fairly,
or Not at all 17 46 20 54 37
Total 57 32 89
Chi-Square with .5 correction = 7.713. Significant at the 
.01 level $ with .5 correction = .29
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When we consider age of occupational commitment, it becomes 
more likely that the ministers' feelings toward religion be­
came even more intensified during the preadult period, when 
most of them definitely decided on a religious career. It 
is perhaps this intensification of religious feeling that 
might account for the cessation of delinquent behavior bet­
ween ages 18 and 21. It may be that different factors are 
associated with the cessation of delinquent acts among 
lawyers— a possibility this study does not explore.
Getting Caught by the Police
Fifty-three per cent of those who reported having been 
caught by the police admitted seven to twelve types of acts.
(See Table XL.) The majority of those who had not been caught 
by police had been involved in only one to six types of acts.
Getting caught might be a factor encouraging future acts 
and not a deterrent. One might argue that once caught by the 
police, a youngster would begin to develop a concept of him­
self as a "trouble maker" or delinquent.4 This negative
^See Walter C. Reckless, Simon Dinitz, and Ellen Murray, 
"Self Concept as an Insulator Against Delinquency," American 
Sociological Review, XXI (December, 1956), 744-46; Reckless,
"A New Theory of Delinquency and Crime, " Federal Probation.
XXV (December, 1961), 42-46; Reckless, Dinitz, and Murray,
"The 'Good' Boy in a High Delinquency Area, 1 Journal of Criminal 
Law. Criminology and Police Science. XLVIII (May-June, 1957), 
18-25; Reckless, Dinitz, and Barbara Kay, "The Self-Component 
in Potential Delinquency and Potential Non-delinquency," Ameri­
can Sociological Review, XXII (October, 1957), 566-70; Frank 
Scarpitti, et al., "The 'Good' Boy in a High Delinquency Area:
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TABLE XL
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES FOR GETTING CAUGHT BY 
POLICE AND THE NUMBER OF TYPES 
OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS
Number of Types of Adolescent 
Delincruent Acts
Caught by Police 1-6
#
7-12 
%  # %
Total
Yes 16 47 17 53 33
No 46 75 16 25 62
Total 62 33 95
Chi-square 
.05 level.
with .5 correction = 





concept, then, would lead to further delinquent behavior, 
the dependent variable. On the other hand, the dependent 
variable, delinquent behavior, might increasingly encourage 
detection; one might argue that the more one committed delin­
quent behavior, the greater the chance of getting caught.
The first possibility seems unlikely for several reasons. 
First, while 33 of the respondents confessed to getting caught 
by the police, it was only a one-time occurrence for the most 
part (see Chapter V), and except for the five lawyers ar­
rested once and the one lawyer arrested three times, the 
consequences of getting caught by the police were apparently 
too minor for the respondents to develop an image of them­
selves as “troublemakers," "tough kids," etc. None of the 
respondents as a consequence of getting caught by the police 
was labeled by the community as a delinquent.
Secondly, in the first 38 interviews respondents were 
asked to recall the percentage of youngsters in their own 
community who in their opinion would have been classified 
juvenile delinquents. Then they were questioned whether 
they were including themselves in that percentage of 
youngsters. None of the respondents considered himself a 
delinquent. It seems unlikely that their adult view of 
themselves as adolescents, on this point, greatly differed
Four Years Later," American Sociological Review, XXV 
(August, 1960), 555-58. For the most complete statement 
of the problem, see Reckless, The Crime Problem (third 
edition; New York: Appleton-Century Crofts, 1961), 335-49.
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from their self-concept as youngsters. It is doubtful that 
they thought of themselves as delinquents while still teen­
agers .
It thus seems more likely that getting caught is de­
pendent on the variety of acts reported. The greater the 
variety of acts participated in, the greater the chance of 
getting caught.
Parent Got Along With Better
A glance at Table XLI indicates that getting along 
better with one parent, either mother or father, is of little 
significance in terms of delinquent behavior. Whether 
mother or father was selected, about the same percentage 
reported one to seven offenses as reported seven to twelve 
acts. The more important difference in types of acts occurs 
between those respondents (42) who got along equally well 
with both parents as opposed to those who had a better 
relationship with one parent or the other (46). Those who 
got along about the same with both parents tend to be involved 
in fewer types of offenses them those who got along better 
with one or the other. Seventy-nine per cent of those who 
got along equally well with both parents reported only one 
to six offenses; only 21 per cent reported seven to twelve 
offenses. Of those favoring one or the other parent, 48 per 
cent reported seven to twelve acts.
Like all of the relationships thus far discovered, there
188
TABLE XLI
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES FOR PARENT GOT ALONG 
WITH BETTER AND NUMBER OF TYPES 
OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS
Parent Got Along 
with Better










Mother 17 53 15 47 32
Father 7 50 7 50 14
Some with both 33 79 9 21 42
Total 57 31 88
Chi-square with .5 correction = 6.572. Significant at the 
.05 level. & with .5 correction = .27
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’• are three possibilities in terms of causation: (1) Getting
along better with parents may cause the number of types of 
offenses, (2) The number of types of offenses may cause 
favorable or unfavorable relationships between parents, or 
(3) The two factors may be causally related to another factor 
or other factors that cause the two original factors. In 
other words getting along with parents may be spuriously 
related to delinquency.
As we examine relationships among the significant 
independent variables, the third possibility is difficult 
to dismiss. However, assuming for a moment that the third 
possibility is not correct, which of the other two alterna­
tives has greater validity? It seems unlikely that the 
number of types of offenses would affect the respondent's 
relationship with his parents, since few of the types of 
acts were ever detected by the parents. The only act that 
might affect parent-child relationships directly seems to 
be "show disrespect for elders." Otherwise, it seems more 
likely that "getting along equally well" with both parents 
is more likely to encourage the child toward non-delinquent 
behavior than toward delinquent behavior. Note also in 
Chapter IV that most of the respondents got along "very well" 
with both parents, even though some got along better with 
one than another. Thus with regard to delinquency, appar­
ently it is not how well one gets along with his parents, 
but more importantly whether or not he gets along with them
equally well or prefers one to another.
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Socioeconomic Class of Neighborhood
Lastly, socioeconomic class of neighborhood was dis­
covered to be statistically significant. (See Table XLII.) 
While the majority of youth from a variety of neighborhoods 
tend to be involved with only from one to six kinds of acts, 
a much higher percentage of respondents from wealthy and 
middle-class neighborhoods (41 per cent) reported seven to 
twelve offenses as compared to those from working, slum, 
and poor rural areas (16 per cent). This finding is in 
contrast to the discovery of no significant relationship 
between delinquency and father's occupation and between 
delinquency and income of family of origin. The inability 
of class background to explain delinquency has been noted 
in the negative findings of several studies using self- 
report data and/or official statistics.5
Why there should be a positive relationship between
5Austin L. Porterfield, Youth in Trouble (Fort Worth:
The Leo Potishman Foundation, 1946)7 Nye, F. Ivan, James F. 
Short, Jr., and Virgil J. Olson, "Socioeconomic Status and 
Delinquent Behavior," The American Journal of Sociology. LXIII 
(January, 1958), 381-89; Ronald L. Akers, "Socio-Economic Sta­
tus and Delinquent Behavior: A Retest," Journal of Research
in Crime and Delinquency (January, 1964), Larry Karacki and 
Jackson Toby, "The Uncommitted Adolescent: Candidates for
Gang Socialization,” Sociological Inquiry, XXXII (Spring, 
1962), 203-157 Fred J. Shanley, "Middle-Class Delinquency 
as a Social Problem," (paper presented at the annual 
meeting of the Pacific Sociological Association, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, April, 1965)7 Herbert H. Herskovitz, Murray
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TABLE XLII
FREQUENCIES AND PERCENTAGES FOR SOCIOECONOMIC CLASS 
OF NEIGHBORHOOD AND NUMBER OF TYPES 
OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS
Socioeconomic Class









Wealthy, Middle 40 59 28 41 68
Working, Slum 
and Poor Rural 21 84 4 16 25
Total 61 32 93
Chi-square with .5 correction = 4.075. Significant at the 
.05 level. 0 with .05 correction = .19
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class of neighborhood and delinquency is not clear, but 
since lawyers as a group tend to come more from wealthy 
and middle-class neighborhoods than ministers, socioeconomic 
class might explain the lawyers' higher amount of involve­
ment in delinquency than the ministers1.
IV. PROBLEMS OF SPURIOUSNESS
According to Hyman there may be no relation at all 
between the independent variable and the dependent variable. 
To discover if the four discussed independent variables are 
merely spuriously related to the dependent variable of delin­
quent behavior,it is necessary to "control or exclude the 
influence of such other variables in order to test whether 
the original relationship persists."^
For Hyman, then, "spuriousness applies to situations
Levine and George Spivak,"Anti-Social Behavior of Adolescents 
from Higher Socio-economic Groups," Journal of Nervous and 
Mental Diseases.CXXIX (November, 1959),467-76. Robert A. 
Dentler and Lawrence J. Monroe, "The Family and Early Adoles­
cent Conformity, " Marriacre and Family Living. XXIII (August, 
1961), 241-47; and Robert A. Dentler and Lawrence J. Monroe, 
"Social Correlates of Early Adolescent Theft," American 
Sociological Review, XXVI (October, 1961), 733-43.
^Herbert Hyman, Survey Design and Analysis (Glencoe:
The Free Press, 1955), p. 254. The analysis that follows 
uses no tests of significance,since multivariant analysis 
requires that the sample be divided so much that there be­
come too few cases in some of the cells of the tables. The 
author of this study also agrees with the argument against 
the use of statistical tests of significance and the defense 
of their non-use in Seymour Martin Lipset, Martin A. Trow,and
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*• where a variable other than the apparent explanation was 
found to have produced the observed effect, providing the 
other variable is not an intrinsic part of the develop­
mental sequence which produced the apparent explanation."7 
It may be that the above four independent variables 
are related to delinquent behavior only because they are also 
related to the profession of the respondents. Perhaps other 
factors are operating affecting both delinquent behavior and 
choice of profession. In Tables XLIII, XLIV, XLV, and XLVI 
occupation of respondents is held constant while importance 
of religion, getting caught by the police, parent got along 
with better, and socioeconomic class of the neighborhood 
are allowed to vary with relationship to number of types 
of delinquent acts. Do the original relations hold true 
for both lawyers and ministers? If not, we would suspect 
that they are spurious relationships.
Relationship Between Delinquent 
Behavior and Importance of Religion 
When Occupation Is Held Constant
In Table XLIII the original relationship between 
importance of religion and number of types of offenses 
remains. However, the relationship tends to be weakened
James S. Coleman, Union Democracy: The Internal Politics
of the International Typographical Union (Glencoe, Illinois: 
The Free Press, 1956), 427-32.
?Ibid., p. 256.
TABLE XLIII
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT 
ACTS AND IMPORTANCE OF RELIGION WHEN OCCUPATION 
OF RESPONDENTS IS HELD CONSTANT
Importance of 
Religion
Number■ of Types of Adolescent Delinquent Acts
Lawyers Ministers
i 4% J ~  8% 9 -# 12% Total 1 -# 4 ,% i 00 * 9 -# 12% Total
Very 8 50 6 38 2 12 16 20 55 15 42 1 3 36
Somewhat 3 15 14 70 3 15 20 2 29 2 29 3 • 42 7
Fairly 0 0 3 60 2 40 5 1 33 2 67 0 0 3
Not at ail 0 0 2 100 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 11 25 7 43 23 19 4 46
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especially among ministers. The same percentage of ministers 
(29 per cent) who considered religion somewhat important re­
ported one to four delinquent acts and five to eight delin­
quent acts. Seventy per cent of the lawyers who considered 
religion as only somewhat important reported five to eight 
acts. Notice also that almost twice as many lawyers (85 
per cent), who were somewhat interested in religion, 
admitted to five or more kinds of violations as did those 
lawyers for whom religion was very important. For ministers, 
on the other hand, the difference was not as great. Forty- 
five per cent of those claiming religion was very important 
reported five or more delinquent acts as compared to 71 per 
cent of the ministers who said religion was only somewhat 
important. Thus it appears that importance of religion is 
more associated with delinquent behavior among lawyers than 
ministers. A possible explanation may be derived by looking 
at the vertical marginal totals. Most of the ministers (36) 
considered religion as very important. Since there was less 
variation in importance of religion it is not surprising 
that there is also less variation in response to delinquent 
behavior as compared with lawyers, most of whom reported 
either "somewhat," "fairly," or "not at all interested 
in religion."
Apparently, also the association between occupation 
and numbers of types of offenses is a spurious one. Compare
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for example the lawyers reporting five to eight offenses with 
the ministers for each category of the factor importance of 
religion.
Relationship Between Delinquency and 
Getting Caught by Police When Occupa­
tion Is Held Constant
Holding occupation constant in Table XLIV tends to 
complicate the original relationship between getting caught 
by the police and delinquent behavior. This time the original 
relationship holds for ministers but appears to be almost 
negated for lawyers. Of those lawyers who were caught, more 
report five to eight offenses (64 per cent) than report one 
to four offenses (only 13 per cent). However, of those who 
did not get caught we also find more reporting five to 
eight offenses than one to four acts. For the ministers, 
however, more than twice as many (73 per cent) who were 
caught by the police reported five to eight offenses as com­
pared to those who were not (31 per cent). The relationship 
is by no means a perfect one. For example, four of the minis­
ters who were not caught admitted to nine or more offenses in 
contrast to only one who was caught. Apparently among lawyers 
getting caught had little to do with delinquent behavior, 
while it still appears to be associated with the delinquency 
of ministers.
There is also some evidence that the original association 
discovered between occupation and number of types of delinquent
TABLE XLIV
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT 
ACTS AND GETTING CAUGHT BY THE POLICE WHEN OCCUPATION 
OF RESPONDENTS IS HELD CONSTANT
Getting
Number of Types of Adolescent Delinquent Acts
Lawyers Ministers
Caught 1 - 4 5 - 8 9 ■- 12 1 -■ 4 5 - 8 9 - 12
by the Police # % # % # % Total # % # % # % Total
Yes 3 13 14 64 5 23 22 2 18 8 73 1 9 11
No 10 38 14 54 2 8 26 21 58 11 31 4 11 36
Total 13 28 7 48 23 19 5 47
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acts is a spurious one. Note, for example, that 73 per cent 
of the ministers reporting five to eight acts got caught by 
the police as opposed to 64 per cent of the lawyers reporting 
five to eight offenses. Yet, a greater percentage of lawyers 
who were caught by police (54 per cent) reported five to 
eight offenses than did the ministers who were caught (31 
per cent) and reported five to eight offenses. The pattern 
of association between delinquency and occupation seems to 
be largely destroyed by the variable getting caught by the 
police; this is especially so for ministers. However, for 
lawyers another factor besides getting caught apparently 
operates to affect delinquency. This factor is in some way 
connected with the type of individual who is more likely to 
become a lawyer.
Relationship Between Delinquency and 
Parent Got Along With Better When 
Occupation Is Held Constant
Holding occupation constant in Table XLV tends to 
diminish the original relationship between parent got along 
with better and number of types of offenses. However, the rela­
tionship is negated more for ministers than lawyers. A 
larger percentage of lawyers choosing mother (76 per cent) 
or father (60 per cent) reported five to eight offenses 
than did those getting along equally well with both parents 
(53 per cent). And also a higher percentage of lawyers 
(40 per cent) who said they got along equally well with both
TABLE XLV
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS 
AND PARENT GOT ALONG WITH BETTER WHEN OCCUPATION OF 






























Mother 3 18 13 76 1 6 17 7 47 6 40 2 13 15
Father 1 10 6 60 3 30 10 1 25 2 50 1 25 4
Same with both 6 40 8 53 1 7 15 14 52 11 41 2 7 27
Total 10 27 5 42 22 19 5 46
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parents reported only one to four acts than did those 
favoring either mother or father.
Nonetheless the majority of lawyers reported five to 
eight acts— 76 per cent of those who selected mother, 60 
per cent of those who choose father, and 53 per cent of 
those who got along equally well with both parents. For 
ministers, however, the corresponding percentages were 
considerably lower— 40 per cent, 50 per cent, and 41 per 
cent.
Yet, note the similarities in the percentages regard­
less of which parent is selected. Apparently some variable 
other than parent got along with better is also associated 
with the occupation selected and operates to explain the 
relationship between occupation and number of types of 
delinquent acts. This seems to be especially true for 
ministers, among whom the factor of preferred parent seems 
not to be related to delinquency. Yet, preferred parent 
still remains associated with delinquency among lawyers.
That parent got along with better is spuriously related to 
delinquency is certainly not clear in Table XLV. Other test 
factors may need to be held constant—  for example importance 
of religion, before we may determine the spuriousness of the 
factor preferred parent.
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Relationship Between Delinquency and 
Socioeconomic Class of Neighborhood 
When Occupation Is Held Constant
Again when the test factor occupation is introduced, 
the original relationship, in this case socioeconomic class 
of neighborhood and delinquent behavior, is diminished almost 
to zero for lawyers, though it remains for ministers. (See 
Table XLVI.) Notice that almost the same percentage of 
lawyers from middle-class neighborhood (55 per cent) as 
from working-class neighborhoods (62 per cent) confess to 
five to eight offenses. Percentages among the categories 
of middle- and working-class neighborhoods are also very 
similar for those reporting one to four types of violations.
On the other hand the relationship between socioeconomic 
class and delinquent behavior remains strong among ministers. 
Note, for example, that 75 per cent of those from working, 
slum, or poor rural areas report one to four acts while only 
36 per cent from middle-class neighborhoods report so few 
a number of acts.
What about the relationship between occupation and 
number of types of offenses? Here the relationship remains 
but not as strong. Proportionately more lawyers report five 
to eight offenses then ministers regardless of socioeconomic 
class of their neighborhoods. Thus while socioeconomic 
class of neighborhood tends to make some difference in delin­
quent behavior among ministers, the original relationship 
between occupation and delinquent behavior remains strong.
TABLE XLVI
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOCIOECONOMIC CLASS OF NEIGHBORHOOD 
AND ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT ACTS WHEN OCCUPATION
IS HELD CONSTANT
Number of Types of Adolescent Delinquent Acts





5 - 8  9 - 1 2  1 - 4  5 - 8  9 - 1 2  
# % # % Total # % # % # % Total
Wealthy 0 0 2 100 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Middle 10 26 21 55 7 19 38 10 36 13 46 5 18 28
Working, slum 
or poor rural
3 38 5 62 0 0 8 12 75 4 25 0 0 16
Total 13 ‘ 28 7 48 22 17 5 44
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suggesting that some other factor besides socioeconomic 
class of neighborhood causes delinquent behavior— probably . 
a factor not considered in this study— a variable that 
distinguishes lawyers from ministers, and at the same time 
causes delinquency.
Summary
In summary, when occupation is held constant and each 
of the four factors found to be statistically significant 
with regard to delinquent behavior is permitted to vary, 
only the factors importance of religion and getting caught 
by the police remain clearly related to delinquency. When 
these two factors are held constant there appears to be 
little or no relationship between occupation and delinquency. 
However, even importance of religion tends to be less asso­
ciated with the delinquency of ministers than it is with the 
delinquency of lawyers. And getting caught by police tends 
to be more associated with delinquency among ministers than 
among lawyers.
The other two factors, parent got along with better 
and socioeconomic class of neighborhood tend to be spuriously 
related to delinquency. Regardless of responses associated 
with the factors parent got along better with and socio­
economic class of neighborhood, lawyers exceeded ministers 
in number of types of acts confessed. Apparently other 
factors also associated with the choice of occupation but
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not considered in this study operate to produce delinquency.
V. ELABORATION OF THE ANALYSIS
For Hyman "the process of Elaboration, [sic.] always 
treats variables which are ordered in t i m e . M u c h  of the 
same procedure to determine spuriousness as discussed in 
the last section is employed here in the elaboration of 
the analysis.
Of the thirteen independent variables that had been 
shown to distinguish lawyers from ministers, the importance 
of religion during adolescence was discovered to have the 
strongest relationship to delinquent behavior.
We need now to explore this relationship further, by 
considering how importance of religion and delinquent be­
havior are associated with the other three independent 
variables also found to be significantly related to delin­
quent behavior. How does adding the three test variables, 
getting caught by the police, preferred parent,and socio­
economic class of neighborhood affect the original relation­
ship between importance of religion and delinquency? As 
already mentioned,the preferred parent and socioeconomic 
class of neighborhood tended to be spuriously related to 
delinquent behavior when occupation is held constant. 
However, the relationship of each of these variables with 
regard to delinquency was not reduced to zero. Perhaps
®Ibid., p. 275.
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by holding these factors constant and allowing importance 
of religion and delinquent behavior to vary we might more 
clearly see how they are spuriously related to delinquent 
behavior.
Introduction of Statistically Significant 
Factors to Clarify the Relationship
Finding how the other three factors found statistically 
significant are associated with religion and delinquent be­
havior is the next step in the elaboration of the analysis. 
This should help to clarify and perhaps specify the role 
of religion in regard to the variety of delinquent acts.
Number of types of delinquent acts and importance of 
religion when preferred parent is held constant. As discussed 
earlier both the factors of religious importance and parent 
got along with better were discovered to be significantly 
related to the number of types of delinquent acts. However, 
in the last section an apparent spurious relation appeared 
to exist between number of types of delinquent acts and 
parent got along with better when occupation was held con­
stant. By now holding constant parent got along with better 
and allowing importance of religion and number of types of 
offenses to vary perhaps we can clarify the original relations 
even more. We are thus exploring how religion and preferred 
parent in combination operate with regard to delinquency.
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•(See Table XLVII.) For the partials mother and father the 
relationship between importance of religion and number of 
types of offenses decreases. For example, of those selecting 
mother an equal number (seven) confessed to one to four 
offenses and five to eight offenses even though they all 
considered religion as very important. However, most of 
those selecting mother and considering religion as somewhat 
important (70 per cent) reported five or more offenses. Of 
those selecting father, most of the respondents were involved 
in five or more delinquent acts regardless of how important 
they considered religion.
The original relationship between religion and number 
of types of offenses is still evident among those respondents 
who argued they got along with both parents about equally 
well. Note that 39 per cent of those for whom religion was 
very important confessed to five to eight offenses as com­
pared to 56 per cent of those reporting "somewhat."
There is a tendency, however, for those who select 
either mother or father to be more involved in delinquent 
behavior than those reporting that they got along equally well 
with both. Regardless of how important religion was, more 
of those selecting mother or father reported over five types 
of delinquent acts than did those who reported no preference. 
For example among those favoring father 75 per cent who 
considered religion as very important admitted to over five
TABLE XLVII
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBERS OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT 
ACTS AND IMPORTANCE OF RELIGION WHEN PREFERRED 
PARENT IS HELD CONSTANT
-jj------------ Number of Types of Adolescent Delinquents
importance Mother Father Same with Both



























Very 7 44 7 44 2 12 16 1 25 3 75 0 0 4 16 57 11 39 1 4 28
Some­
what 2 20 7 70 1 10 10 1 14 3 43 3 43 7 2 22 5 56 2 22 9
Fairly 1 33 2 67 0 0 3 0 0 1 50 1 50 2 0 0 2 67 1 33 3
Not at
all 0 0 2 100 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 10 18 3 31 2 7 4 13 18 18 4 40
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acts as compared to 43 per cent among those favoring both 
parents. When,as we discussed above, occupation is held 
constant,the relationship between delinquent behavior and 
parent got along with better diminishes considerably. Now 
when preferred parent is held constant the variable im­
portance of religion is reduced in its association with 
delinquent behavior.
Re1ationship between number of types of offenses and 
importance of religion when socioeconomic class of neighbor­
hood is held constant. Referring to Table XLVIII, we shall 
now investigate the relationship between importance of 
religion and delinquent behavior when it is partialed out 
on the basis of socioeconomic class of the respondent's 
neighborhood when he was a youth. It should be recalled 
that when occupation was held constant the association 
between socioeconomic class and delinquent behavior dimin­
ished to almost zero.
Even with class held constant the importance of reli­
gion still tends to be associated with the number of types 
of delinquent acts. However, the relationship is clearer 
among those respondents from wealthy or middle-class neighbor­
hoods compared to those from working-class neighborhoods.
For example among those from wealthy or middle-class 36 per 
cent who thought religion was very important reported five
TABLE XLVIII
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT 





Number of Types of Adolescent Delincfuent Acts

























Very 20 56 13 36 3 8 36 7 54 6 46 0 0 13
Somewhat 2 9 14 64 6 27 22 3 75 1 25 0 0 4
Fairly 0 0 4 67 2 33 6 1 50 1 50 0 0 2
Not at all 0 0 2 100 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 22 33 11 66 11 8 0 19
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to eight offenses* But double the percentage (64 per cent) 
of those arguing religion was only somewhat important and 
67 per cent of those feeling that it was fairly important 
confessed to five to eight acts. Notice also that the per­
centages of those reporting nine to twelve offenses increases 
as importance of religion decreases.
There are so few respondents from working or poor 
rural areas (only 19) that it is difficult to determine if 
the relationship between religion and delinquent acts still 
remains. Most of the respondents report only one to four 
acts whether they consider religion as very or only somewhat 
important.
Even though generally those from working class neighbor­
hoods tend proportionately more toward considering religion 
as very important, importance of religion apparently has 
little if any, effect on delinquency for them. Yet among 
those from wealthy or middle-class neighborhoods, attitude 
toward religion does affect delinquent behavior. Those res­
pondents, then from wealthy neighborhoods who consider reli­
gion very important are likely to be involved in fewer law 
violations than those who consider religion less important.
The proportionately fewer individuals considering religion 
very important probably explain the greater amount of 
delinquent activity among those from wealthy or middle-class 
neighborhoods. Perhaps such neighborhoods do not promote
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as effectively positive attitudes toward religion as do the 
working-class neighborhoods. This is doubtful. Maybe the 
distinction has something to do with the occupational groups 
associated with kind of neighborhoods. Chapter IV shows that 
lawyers were more likely to come from wealthy or middle class 
neighborhoods, ministers from working-class areas. Ministers 
also were more likely than lawyers to consider religion very 
important. Thus neighborhood per se probably has no effect 
upon delinquent behavior, but the effect probably stems from 
the fact that ministers, who tend to consider religion as very 
important, are more likely to be reared in a working-class 
neighborhood, while lawyers, who generally regarded religion 
as less important than ministers were more likely to have 
lived in a wealthy or middle-class neighborhood during 
adolescence.
Relationship between number of types of delinquent 
acts and importance of religion when getting caught by police 
is held constant. In Table XLIX the test factor, getting 
caught by police, already found to be significantly asso­
ciated with delinquency, is introduced to further clarify 
the role of religion in regard to delinquency. Studying 
the partials, one sees that the relationship between number 
of types of offenses and importance of religion remains; 
however, the relationship tends to be stronger among those 
not getting caught than among those who are caught. Among
TABLE XLIX
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN NUMBER OF TYPES OF ADOLESCENT DELINQUENT 
ACTS AND IMPORTANCE OF RELIGION WHEN GETTING CAUGHT 






























(0) Very 3 25 8 67 1 8 12 25 63 13> 32 2 5 40
(1) Somewhat 1 8 8 67 3 25 12 4 27 8 53 3 20 15
(2) Fairly 0 0 3 60 2 40 5 1 33 2 67 0 0 3
(3) Not at all 0 0 2 100 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 4 21 6 31 30 23 5 58
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those not caught there is no exception to the relationship 
between importance of religion and delinquent behavior.
Yet among those who are caught 67 per cent of those con­
sidering religion as very important reported five to eight 
offenses, more than twice as many as those confessing to 
only one to four acts, an almost reversal in the relation­
ship between religion and delinquent behavior.
Holding religion constant and comparing those who are 
caught with those who are not caught demonstrates an asso­
ciation between getting caught and the extent of delinquent 
behavior. Observe for example that higher percentages of 
those who are caught reported five to eight offenses as 
compared to those who are not caught regardless of attitude 
toward religion. There is one exception however: Those
who are caught and have only a fair attitude toward reli­
gion (60 per cent) report less frequently five to eight 
offenses than those who are not caught and have a similar 
attitude toward religion. Table XLIX especially indicates 
how complicated the factors related to delinquency are, 
and also how the two factors importance of religion and 
getting caught are probably not spuriously related to 
delinquency. It is possible that importance of religion 
has a negative causal effect upon the number of types of 
offenses, which in turn affects positively one's chances 
of getting caught. Unfortunately, there is no way of
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determining in this study the sequential relationship of the 
various factors* All of these factors occurred in the res­
pondent 's adole scence.
Summary
When one considers the interrelationships of the four 
factors significantly related to delinquency, it becomes 
increasingly clear that the importance of religion is the 
factor most likely to be causally related to delinquent 
behavior, though it was also pointed out that getting caught 
is probably a consequence of delinquent behavior rather than 
a cause. The other two factors parent got along with better 
and socioeconomic class of neighborhood, while they tend to 
be related to delinquency, probably play a small role, if 
any, in encouraging youth to commit delinquent acts.
The following chapter consists of the summary, con­
clusions, a discussion of the limitations of this study, 
and suggestions for future research.
CHAPTER VIII
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
I. SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATIONS
Few students of deviant behavior would deny the 
existence of "hidden delinquency," especially within the 
middle class. Yet, in the literature delinquency remains 
largely a lower-class phenomenon.
Theories of delinquency are not able to account for 
middle-class delinquency that is undetected by the author­
ities. The research findings of this study and others 
should warn social behaviorists of the problem of com­
paring official groups of delinquents with so-called "non­
delinquents. " It should also caution us concerning the 
representativeness of samples using official delinquency 
cases and make us wary of information on these official 
delinquents that is related solely to their adjudication. 
Not only do we now tend to ignore the delinquent behavior 
of so-called non-delinquents, but we tend to dismiss the 
adjudicated delinquents' undetected offenses.
The data noting a wide number of factors correlated 
with juvenile delinquency may afford less understanding 
of the phenomenon itself than of the process of labeling
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by the official authorities.
The data of this study lend support to the proposition 
that juvenile misbehavior is not only universal but selec­
tively recognized by authorities in our society. Many of 
the factors commonly found to be associated with juvenile 
delinquent behavior in other studies were not found related 
to delinquency in this investigation.
This study attempted to reveal some of the fallacies 
of orthodox research in the area of juvenile delinquency, 
especially the following fallacious assumptions concerning 
official delinquents:
1. Official delinquents represent the total population 
of juvenile delinquents,
2. They adequately define the entire universe of 
delinquent behavior, and
3. A delinquent career begins when a child is appre­
hended— an assumption that ignores the possibility that he 
committed many undetected offenses long before he was caught.
To avoid some of the pitfalls of earlier studies, this 
study defined and investigated three problems: (1) the
extent of self-reported delinquent behavior in the adolescent 
and preadult careers of successful lawyers and ministers,
(2) the circumstances and consequences of their adolescent 
delinquent behavior, and (3) the factors associated with 
this behavior among lawyers and ministers. The above three 
problems were explored with in-depth interviews (see Appendix
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B) of 50 lawyers and 50 ministers between the ages of 30 and ‘ 
50 selected at random. All of the respondents were Caucasian 
and worked within the city limits of Capital City.
Respondents were asked to recall primarily their 
delinquent and non-delinquent experiences and attitudes 
during adolescence (12 - 18 years of age). In addition 
their memories of only delinquent activities were requested 
for their preadult period (18 - 21 years of age).
Results
The independent variables were divided into the cate­
gories individual, situation, and non-delinquent behavior.
Two sets of generalizations were derived— one based on the 
combined samples of lawyers and ministers and the other 
based on a comparison of lawyers and ministers. The follow­
ing conclusions were reached concerning lawyers and ministers 
combined:
1. Respondents did not definitely decide on their 
current occupation until after the age of 18.
2. They were more interested in getting good grades 
than were their peers.
3. To both the fathers and mothers of respondents 
their getting good grades tended to make a great difference. 
This was especially so among the respondents' mothers.
. 4. The attitudes of the respondents toward grades 
tends to be a direct function of their parents' attitudes.
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Peer-group attitudes tend to reinforce the respondents' 
already favorable attitudes toward grades.
5. Their religion was most often Protestant.
6. Religion was generally considered to be "very 
important."
7. Their attitude toward religion tended to remain 
stable during adolescence. Most respondents reported no 
change in religious feelings during this period.
8. Most of the respondents came from middle-class 
backgrounds as measured by occupation of father, income 
of family of origin, and socioeconomic class of their 
neighborhoods.
9. The respondents tended to come primarily from 
medium-size cities with populations of less than 50,000.
10. Their neighborhoods could best be described as 
"stable white middle-class Anglo-Saxon Protestant com­
munities."
11. Most of the lawyers and ministers were at least 
third-generation American on both sides of their families.
12. With regard to their relationship with their parents, 
most got along very well with both parents.
13. If one parent was selected as got along with better 
than another, it was usually the mother, but the majority got 
along equally well with both parents.
14. Adolescent delinquent behavior for the most part 
occurred within status groups, both adult- and non-adult- 
sponsored.
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15. More frequently interaction occurred in large 
associations of peers rather than in small intimate groups 
of close friends.
16. Organized recreational activities in their neigh­
borhoods were reported less frequently than informal non­
adult sponsored activities. There was a lack of recreational 
facilities other than playgrounds.
17. Most of the interviewees reported hobbies or other 
interests such as sports, which were often encouraged by 
their fathers.
18. Many school and paid work activities were reported 
by most respondents.
Some of the above apply more or less when lawyers are 
compared with ministers. The following are the observed 
significant differences that distinguish lawyers from minis­
ters :
1. There was a greater tendency for ministers than for 
lawyers to decide definitely on their life-time profession at 
age 18 or older.
2. Lawyers more frequently than ministers were more 
interested than their friends in getting good grades in 
school.
3. Fathers and mothers of lawyers were more likely 
than parents of ministers to consider good grades as making 
a great difference.
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4. Ministers more often than lawyers described their 
teen-age friends as being very interested in good grades. 
Since more ministers than lawyers mentioned also that they 
had about the same interest in good grades as their friends, 
apparently the peer group in the case of ministers is more 
likely to reinforce the ministers' own high regard for 
grades. However, the discrepancy regarding interest in 
good grades is greater when lawyers contrast themselves 
with their peers than is the case with ministers.
5. Ministers more often than lawyers regarded reli­
gion as "very important."
6. Ministers more frequently than lawyers changed 
their religious beliefs. Among the few lawyers who did 
change their religious opinions, most changed negatively.
Yet change was positive among almost all of the ministers 
who reported modification of religious ideas.
7. Occupations of fathers of lawyers were more 
frequently white collar than were those of fathers of minis­
ters .
8. Incomes of both family of origin and family of 
procreation tended to be significantly higher among lawyers 
than among ministers.
9. Size of community during adolescence tended to be 
reported larger by ministers than by lawyers.
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10. Socioeconomic class of neighborhood was cate­
gorized as wealthy or middle-class more often by lawyers 
than by ministers.
11. Ministers reported getting along about equally 
well with both parents more often than did lawyers, who 
more frequently indicated a preference.
In spite of the predominantly white Anglo-Saxon 
Protestant middle-class background of the respondents 
of this study, the most significant findings involve not 
the conventional activities but the patterns of delinquent 
behavior. Considering the sociocultural backgrounds of 
the respondents, one would expect few or no offenses. None­
theless, as predicted,a variety of delinquent adolescent be­
havior was noted. While no one lawyer nor one minister could 
be said to have had a pattern of committing any one type of 
delinquent offense, most of them were involved in a variety 
of delinquent acts, but only rarely.
All but one lawyer and one minister admitted to having 
committed at least one of the 19 delinquent acts. Statisti­
cally significant differences in the variety of delinquent 
acts were noted between lawyers and ministers for their 
adolescent years. Lawyers as a group were involved in 19 
per cent more delinquent acts than ministers during adoles­
cence. Acts varied in frequency reported, but all 19 acts 
were reported by at least one respondent. None of the
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ministers, however, reported having taken a stranger's car 
or using narcotics.
The ten acts most frequently reported by lawyers were: 
drinking beer or liquor, gambling, cheating on an exam, 
smoking cigarettes, swiping things just for kicks, showing 
disrespect for elders, sneaking into movies, "other," 
defying a teacher or principal, and playing hookey.
While the order of prevalence varied, the ministers 
most frequently confessed the same offenses with the ex­
ception of one, sneaking into movies, for which they replaced 
damaging construction or property in their responses. Their 
ten most frequent offenses were: showing disrespect for
elders, cheating on an exam, smoking cigarettes, drinking 
beer or liquor, swiping things just for kicks, defying a 
teacher, "other," gambling, playing hookey from school, and 
damaging construction or property.
For most of the types of acts lawyers exceeded ministers. 
There were some exceptions, however. More ministers reported 
defying a teacher or principal, cheating on an exam, showing 
disrespect for elders, and taking automobile parts. Smoking 
cigarettes was confessed to equally by lawyers and ministers.
Nonetheless, only three of the 19 acts showed statisti­
cally significant differences between lawyers and ministers. 
They were: showing disrespect for elders, sneaking into
movies, and gambling.
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Now what of the extent of delinquent behavior during 
the preadult period? Like the adolescent period, preadult­
hood is associated with significant differences in the 
variety of acts committed, with the lawyers still generally 
admitting greater numbers of types of offenses. Even so, 
it is among lawyers that we note the greater cessation of 
delinquent behavior. This includes both modal number of 
types of acts associated with individual lawyers and total 
number of offenses reported by lawyers as a group.
Ministers also experienced as a group a large cessation 
of delinquent behavior, yet the modal number of offenses 
reported by individual ministers remained the same.
Though the preadult period indicates a convergence 
in the frequency of delinquent behavior of lawyers versus 
ministers, lawyers still remain ahead of ministers as 
individuals and as a group. Statistical differences were 
discovered between lawyers and ministers in number of acts 
reported by individuals and the total number of offenses 
for each group. Generally the preadult period seemed to 
affect the behavior of lawyers more than that of ministers, 
whose delinquent behavior decreased but not so much as that 
of lawyers.
Two offenses, however, increased for both lawyers and 
ministers during the preadult period. They were drinking 
beer and smoking cigarettes. Gambling was reported by
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equal numbers of lawyers for the two age periods. However, 
among, ministers, two more admitted to gambling during the 
preadult period.
None confessed to running away from home, setting 
fires, taking auto parts, and participating in gang fights. 
Only the lawyers reported sneaking into movies, taking a 
stranger's car, beating up strangers, using narcotics, and 
stealing money, valuables or equipment from buildings.
Comparison of the data of this study with other self- 
report studies suggests real increases in certain kinds of 
offenses committed by today's youth as compared to those in 
the past, especially with respect to gang fighting, auto­
mobile theft, and damaging construction or property.
While twice as many lawyers as ministers confessed to 
being caught by the police, a majority of both groups 
admitted no encounters with the police, and ironically they 
were not caught for their more serious offenses. Of those 
thirty-three who were caught, most of the acts detected 
were traffic violations for which most were only warned 
and/or reprimanded. Probably the lack of seriousness of 
the acts detected by the police had much to do with the 
limited legal action. Only eight were arrested, three of 
these brought to court, and none adjudicated as a juvenile 
delinquent.
Delinquency reported by the respondents of this study 
was largely confined to the adolescent period, especially
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early adolescence. This was especially true of acts that 
would be considered crimes if committed by adults. Activities 
were largely non-utilitarian, non-malicious, spontaneous, 
and lacking in motivations stemming from social and economic 
frustrations. It was observed that delinquency can be fun 
and is a part of "normal" boyhood behavior. Like most human 
behavior, delinquent behavior is manifested largely within 
group situations, usually with the youngster's non-adult- 
sponsored status groups of peers, though sometimes adult- 
sponsored status groups such as the YMCA and Boy Scouts 
provide the setting for delinquency.
Apparently the process of maturation has much to do 
with the cessation of certain kinds of delinquent acts—  
for example, pranks and sneaking into movies. As one 
grows older, such behavior becomes inappropriate and "childish."
A popular delinquency control measure suggested by many 
laymen involves "nipping in the bud" the delinquent acts of 
a child. The sooner he is caught and punished, they reason, 
the sooner he will cease committing the acts that brought 
on the punishment. A study by the Gluecks supports the idea 
that the sooner after onset of delinquency that a child is 
arrested the sooner he will be reformed.1 Though most of 
the respondents in this study were not arrested, still,
1Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Juvenile Delinquents 
Grown Up. (New York: Commonwealth Fund, 1940), p. 120.
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most of the respondents ceased committing delinquent acts 
in preadulthood. It may be that for the middle-class 
youngster the negative sanctions of guilt feelings are 
sufficient internal controls of their behavior. A middle- 
class youth may not have to be caught by the police to 
terminate his delinquent behavior. Furthermore, much delin­
quent behavior terminates simply because it no longer fits 
the role expectations of older youth.
To investigate how delinquent behavior develops, 26 
variables were chosen for investigation. Of these 26, 13 
were discovered to distinguish lawyers from ministers as 
noted above. Only four of these 13 variables were found 
to be significantly associated with delinquent behavior.
They were importance of religion, getting caught by the 
police, parent got along with better, and socioeconomic 
class of the neighborhood. When these factors are allowed 
to vary with delinquency and occupation of respondent is 
held constant, the factors importance of religion and 
getting caught tend to remain related to delinquency. On 
the other hand, the relationship between occupation and 
delinquency tends to diminish when importance of religion 
and getting caught are held .constant. The other two factors 
parent got along with better and socioeconomic class of 
neighborhood tend to be spuriously related to delinquency. 
Cross tabulations were also executed holding constant parent
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got along with better, socioeconomic class of neighborhood 
and getting caught by the police and allowing importance 
of religion and delinquent behavior to vary. Again, while 
parent got along with better and socioeconomic class of 
neighborhood tend to be related to delinquency, they pro­
bably play a small role, if any, in encouraging delinquency. 
However, the data suggest that the importance of religion 
is causally related to delinquent behavior and that getting 
caught is probably a consequence of delinquent behavior, 
rather than a cause of it.
Next, a question asked earlier in this study (see 
Chapter III) is explored: "What, if any, unique char­
acteristics set middle-class delinquency apart from working- 
class delinquency?" In this study more ministers came from 
working-class backgrounds than from white-collar backgrounds, 
but they were less involved in delinquent behavior than law­
yers, who more frequently came from wealthy or middle-class 
families. Still,class as measured by father's occupation 
and income were not discovered to be significantly related 
to delinquent behavior. However, socioeconomic class of 
respondents' adolescent neighborhoods tended to be positively 
related to delinquency.
It may be that in the case of ministers, especially, 
the importance of religion may be an intervening factor 
counteracting other factors associated with working class,
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such as low educational level. In other words, the ministers 
from the working class may be a select group and not really 
representative of working class youth in general. Thus, they 
may tend in their behavior to be very conventional, even more 
so than lawyers.
There is much evidence that suggests that the youthful 
behavior of the respondents of this study most of whom were 
middle-class was not as violent nor as serious as some of 
the self-reported behavior of today. And certainly it is 
not as violent as some of the behavior reported to the 
police today, especially that behavior attributed to members 
of the lower class.
If we could consider the working class in this study 
representative of the working class in general, then it 
appears that the official figures, with their dispropor­
tionate share of youngsters from the working class, do not 
adequately represent working-class behavior. On the other 
hand, generally speaking, the youngsters in this study 
were not involved in as serious acts as the training school 
youngsters in the Nye and Short studies, who were pre­
dominantly from lower-class o r i g i n s . 2  Also, the signi­
ficant relationship discovered between getting 
caught by the police and delinquency suggests that the
2f . Ivan Nye, James F. Short, Jr., and Virgil J.
Olson, "Socioeconomic Status and Delinquent Behavior,"
The American Journal of Sociology, LXIII (January, 1958), 
381-89.
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frequency of delinquent acts may itself be a factor in 
getting caught. Though seriousness of delinquent acts is 
not a variable investigated in this study, it, too, is 
probably associated with getting caught. We might con­
clude that the court and training school figures more than 
likely represent the more frequent and more serious offenders 
from all classes with a disproportionate share being drawn 
from the lower class, because of the effect of class bias. 
This study suggests that the court figures and those of 
the training school, are probably not representative of 
the large majority of youth in all classes, who are only 
temporarily involved in delinquent behavior usually of a 
less serious nature than that engaged in. by those who are 
caught.
This study further suggests that middle-class delin­
quency was widespread in the past and is probably not the 
new and increasing phenomenon that many critics of middle- 
class youth seem to suggest (see Chapter I). It may be, 
however, that while delinquency has not increased, the 
content of this behavior may have changed. The theories 
of middle-class delinquency discussed in Chapter I may 
explain increases in certain kinds of delinquent behavior 
rather than delinquency in general. Today's youth, who 
are frequently described as more sophisticated than their 
predecessors may also be more sophisticated in their delin­
quent behavior.
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II. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY
Many of the limitations of this study have already 
been discussed in the preceding chapters and need not be 
repeated here. In this section we are concerned with the 
shortcomings of this study that have not been explored 
earlier. These may be grouped under two categories:
(1) problems of the reliability and validity of the data 
and (2) limitations that this study shares with earlier 
studies of delinquency.
Problems of Reliability and Validity 
of the Data
The reliability of the data is the extent to which 
the same or similar results could be obtained by a repli­
cation of the study. In distinction to reliability (although 
affecting it) is validity, which refers to the extent to 
which the interview schedule elicits accurate responses.
The adequacy and representativeness of the sample 
have already been discussed with regard to biasing the 
reliability and validity of the information of this study.
(See Chapter III.) Three other kinds of biases also might 
have affected the reliability and validity of the data of 
this study. A discussion of these three follows.
2 M
Interviewer bias. Interviewer bias was reduced to 
a minimum by having only one interviewer for the entire 
100 interviews. Thus, the problem of reliability stemming 
from the use of many interviewers in a study is eliminated 
and interviewer reliability kept at a m a x i m u m . 3 Even so, 
the sole interviewer was endowed with a few biases that 
might have somehow affected the reliability and validity 
of the data. These biases are derived largely from the 
facts that the interviewer was a "Yankee" interviewing 
Southerners and was younger than all of the r e s p o n d e n t s . 4  
Of course, there is the possibility that being an outsider 
to the region may have resulted in greater rapport and 
greater validity. That rapport generally was excellent 
is demonstrated by the length of time the respondents 
were willing to spend— usually about two hours. One inter­
view lasted four and one-half hours.
Originally the Career Patterns Project director ques­
tioned the wisdom of having an interviewer younger than his 
respondents, but the interviewer felt that his youth, coupled 
with a slight and deliberate naivete, helped establish rap­
port .
3of course, even though only one interviewer was used, 
even he undoubtedly varied somewhat from interview to inter­
view.
^The interviewer (who authored this study) was ages 
29 and 30 during the two summers when the interviews were 
conducted.
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The richness of the data and the range of sexual 
incidents that the men were willing to discuss certainly 
does not suggest that being an outsider or a young person 
negatively affected the validity and reliability of this 
study.
Interviewee bias. The age of the interviewees, 
though held constant in each of the samples of this study, 
might have affected recall and consequently the validity 
of the data. First, one might expect recall to be selec­
tive; only those delinquent acts that had serious conse­
quences might be recalled. Actually, most of the acts 
recalled had very limited consequences, thereby apparently 
ruling out this possibility. It is possible, however, that 
respondents recalled only those violations that they felt 
were normal among their peers when they were growing up.
This rationale, however, would not account for reports 
such as that of the minister who admitted being paid to 
participate in homosexual behavior.(See Chapter V.)
Even if the age of the respondents did affect recall, 
how else could students of delinquency gain information on 
the adolescent delinquent experiences of men who were already 
well established in their professions? Had younger men been 
chosen, we would have run the risk of including those who 
might later change professions. This risk is especially
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true for ministers, many of whom enter the profession 
after 30.
Whenever one does a self-report study, one risks 
faulty recall, but what besides ex post facto questionnaires 
yield such valuable data on undetected delinquent behavior?
Interview bias. The length of the interview itself 
might affect the validity of the answers in two ways:
(1) by creating interviewee fatigue, thereby affecting the 
accuracy of the interviewee's responses and (2) by its 
length, which might have encouraged people to give false or 
inaccurate answers either deliberately or nondeliberately 
to complete the interview quickly. The fact that the inter­
viewer, once he gained rapport with the respondents, found 
it difficult to end interviews attests to the interest that 
the interviews held for the respondents and indicates that 
probably length had little effect on validity.5 Only one 
respondent, a lawyer who was interviewed in his office, 
rushed through the interview, giving very short and often 
incomplete answers. Had the interview been shorter, the
Soften respondents invited the author to stay after the 
interview so that they could continue discussing their child­
hood. Some of the most significant data were obtained after 
the formal interview had ended. After two hours of being 
interviewed, one lawyer was telephoned by his wife, who asked 
when he would be home for dinner. He replied, "Please wait.
I can't stop now. I'm having a wonderful time. I'm getting 
a free psychoanalysis." The interview provided this man and 
many others a cathartic experience.
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answers would probably still have been terse and would have 
yielded even less information.
The extensive number of questions (many of them probes) 
stimulated and encouraged recall. The respondents enjoyed 
reminiscing about their past, and the long interview 
schedule seemed to increase their enjoyment and stimulate 
their participation. The success of the interview in pro­
ducing significant data points to the finding that if an 
interview schedule is interesting, length is of little 
relevance.
Limitations That This Study Shares With 
Earlier Studies of Delinquency
Like most studies relating the social and cultural 
order to delinquent behavior, this study is not conclusive. 
Both the factors, importance of religion and getting caught 
by the police, warrant further investigation.
While this study attempted to correct the error of 
multivariate analysis observed by B e c k e r ®  (see Chapter II), 
the sequence of factors could not always be isolated. First 
of all, the age for each kind of experience was not always 
requested. For example, while age of delinquent act was 
asked for, age of getting caught was not. Second, the data 
were frequently not in the form that permitted systematic
^Howard S. Becker, Outsiders: Studies in the Socio­
logy of Deviance (New York: The Free Press of Glencoe, 1963),
pp. 24-25.
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and efficient analysis of the sequence of factors. (See 
the Interview Schedule, Appendix B.) Consistently coding 
age for each of the offenses recalled by the respondents 
would have been an endless task. Reorganization of the 
interview schedule would have helped immensely in analyzing 
the data of this study. Had the interview study been 
designed by the author instead of by the Career Patterns 
Project, many questions would have been deleted and check­
lists for shorter time periods would have been added-— for 
example, a check-list of acts for the 12 to 14 period. In 
this way the factor of time could have been investigated 
more systematically.
III. IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH
This study suggests several research projects for the 
future. Future investigations may be divided into those 
provided by the data of this study but not explored and 
those requiring new data.
Analyses This Study Ignored
At least two additional studies could be developed 
from the data of this investigation. First, one study could 
analyze the 26 independent variables with regard to the ces­
sation of delinquent behavior in preadulthood. Are they the 
same factors that were discovered related to the initiation 
of delinquency? Or do other factors affect cessation?
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Secondly, another investigation could undertake a study of 
getting caught as a dependent variable and its association 
with the independent variables of this study.
Research Utilizing New Data
New data are needed that would more adequately and 
systematically hold time constant to isolate the sequence 
of factors leading to delinquency and its cessation. Data 
of this study were not organized so that this could be done. 
Frequently age was not asked; for example, age was not re­
quested when a respondent replied he was caught by the 
police.
Secondly, we need investigations to determine the 
extent to which middle-class youngsters carry over delin­
quent patterns into adult life, in the form of white-collar 
crime, for example. The following hypothesis might be 
tested: The more a youth is involved in delinquent behavior,
regardless of the consequences, the more likely he is to be 
involved in adult crime, especially white-collar crime.
Maybe middle-class youth never really grow out of delinquent 
behavior, but instead its content merely changes form as 
they become adults.
Hypotheses Induced From the 
Empirical Data of This Study
The following hypotheses derived from the empirical
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observations of this study await testing in future research:
1. The greater a youth's participation in delinquent 
acts, the greater is the likelihood that the participant 
will be apprehended by the police.
2. The lower the socioeconomic level of the appre­
hended delinquent and the more serious are his delinquent 
acts, the greater the likelihood he will be officially 
labeled a juvenile delinquent.
3. The more importance one attaches to religion, 
the less his involvement in delinquent behavior and chance 
of apprehension.
4. As one grows older, new forms of delinquent be­
havior replace preceding, less-sophisticated offenses, so 
that the form of delinquency is a function of the role 
considered appropriate for one's age.
The above briefly outlines the limitations of this 
study and implications for future research. Recognizing 
its limitations and the need for more research, the author 
hopes that this study, has increased our understanding of 
what probably is the largest amount of juvenile delinquent 
behavior— that not detected by official authorities. Much 
of it is the delinquent behavior of middle-class youth, 
although, undoubtedly, the lower stratum of American society 
has unrecorded delinquent behavior. Whether it has more or 
less of its share of undetected delinquency remains to be
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investigated further. The need also remains for more studies 
unraveling the factors involved in the official labeling 
of juvenile delinquents, who tend to be recruited from the 
lower socioeconomic stratum of our social structure. Such 
research may lead to the development of a program of pre­
vention focusing, not on the juvenile, but on the law 
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SELECTED CASE STUDIES 
CASE As RELIGION AS A SOCIAL CONTROL
At age 10 Rabbi A, the son of a furniture store 
owner definitely decided to pursue a religious career. How­
ever, he says,
I waivered. I knew pretty much what I wanted to 
be pretty early. But there was a time that I 
later felt that motives were not as genuine as I 
thought. The rebellion against authority con­
comitant with youthful living never left me; it 
was present at all times.
This rebellion toward authority he spoke of with relation­
ship to his domineering and overprotective mother (a matri- 
archical family situation). He was reared with his two 
sisters as a Reform Jew in a middle class community (a 
typical New England conservative community) where his family 
was the only Russian Jewish family among German Jews.
Both parents were high school graduates. He describes the 
marginal status of his family as follows: "We were an
island within an island . . .  I was an outsider in a German 
group. That has pursued me to feel for all people on the 
outside." In other statements concerning his dating
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activities, etc. the respondent reveals his adolescent 
lack of ease among his own people, Jews.
Although neither parent attended synagogue regularly, 
his parents' religious influence was strongly felt in the 
home.^ The respondent attended religious services regularly 
and during his adolescence considered religion very impor­
tant. His religious feelings seemed in a sense to deepen 
during adolescence. He came to regret that he had not been 
given the opportunity to have a more traditional Jewish 
education. He grew critical of Reform Judaism, which he 
came to believe is a "matter of convenience rather than 
faith" and the representation of material success.
The ultimate control on his behavior seemed from his 
remarks to be religion. Perhaps not religion per se, but 
the fact that he had decided to become a rabbi, a person 
he conceived of as "virtue" personified. His anticipatory 
socialization aided him in his transition from adolescence 
to the position of rabbi. For example, he mentioned, "I 
was always governed too much by the feeling of 'dedication,' 
both in respect to what I wanted to be and the fact that I 
was a Jew."
■^Among Jews church attendance is a poor index of 
religiosity, since religion centers more in the home than in 
a separate sanctuary.
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While in public school he participated in a number of 
activities, e.jg., first president of a new junior high 
school, member of a Jewish fraternity, dramatic group, etc. 
Nonetheless, he describes himself as a "loner" during 
adolescence. He contends, "As a rule I was by myself— ex­
cept in the fraternity. But I began to play the lone wolf 
. . . I did a lot of reading in those days [adolescence]." 
Much of his time from age eight on was consumed in writing 
poetry, playing tennis, and swimming.
Of the nineteen delinquent acts, the respondent ad­
mitted to showing disrespect for elders sometimes, cheat­
ing on an exam, drinking beer or hard liquor (with parents1 
permission), smoking cigarettes (with parents' permission), 
playing pranks and driving without a license rarely.
His disrespect for his parents— part of his "adoles­
cent rebellion" as he called it— never really ceased.
Even today, though he claims he has mellowed toward his 
parents, he still feels some hostility toward them.
Cheating, he reported twice, at ages 14 and 17. His sense 
of guilt, he argued, prevented him from ever doing it again, 
even though he had not been caught. To him the most serious 
thing he had ever done in his teen-age years was not an act 
but an attempted act. Alone one evening, he had tried to 
pick up a girl on the street once at 19 when away at college.
This attempt was something for which he was punished with 
years of remorse. Again the significance of religion and 
his image of himself as a rabbi restrained him. Religion 
was again given as the reason for not doing something wrong 
that he wanted to do— that is, sleep with a woman. This he 
would not do, he replied, "because, I suppose, training—  
Biblical influence and parental training . . . and fear of 
a social disease." With the exception of "cheating on an 
exam" Rabbi A continued to practice the few types of vio­
lations he admitted throughout the period 18-21. These ex­
periences never, however, affected his success nor ever 
resulted in being caught, arrested or convicted. He was 
undoubtedly never a marked man. Religion apparently succeed­
ed in restraining his behavior to the extent that what little 
delinquency he did commit was not enough perhaps to attract 
the attention of official authorities. This image of him­
self as a model of virtue continued in adulthood. For ex­
ample, when asked, "Did you do things while in service that 
you had not previously done because you considered them 
wrong?" he replied, "No, but that's only because I was a 
chaplain and I had to be an example."
Two individuals, besides his parents, were noted as 
having a significant influence on his behavior. When he 
was in the seventh and eighth grades, there was a rabbi he
liked very much, because of his love of learning and 
willingness to teach him. But he still held a secret re­
vulsion toward the rabbi, because even he did not measure 
up to the respondent's ideal.
An uncle had a great favorable influence on him, "be­
cause he loved learning. I could talk to him and he would 
always listen. I was sure of a kindly and helpful answer."
CASE B: GROWING OUT OF DELINQUENCY AS A RESULT
OF A RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE
Reverend B, a son of a coal miner with a third-grade 
education and a mother who was a cannery worker, also with 
a third-grade education, spent his adolescence in the type 
of environment often associated with juvenile delinquency 
and was involved in more delinquency than most of the res­
pondents in this study. With his parents, who were English 
immigrants, a brother two years younger, and three sisters, 
he lived in a Northeastern industrial city of between 100,000 
and 500,000. He describes his neighborhood as close to a 
railroad and middle class (though it sounds more like work­
ing class). "We didn't live around the real poor, not the 
real rich. We made a living for ourselves and were com­
fortable. The homes were usually nice two-story homes, 
heated by coal."
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Unlike most men in this study the respondent did not 
definitely decide to be a minister until he was 35 years 
of age. When he was 14, however, he had been very interest­
ed. in the ministry, but financial needs of his family re­
quired him to quit school at the age of 16. He later went 
back to school, finally receiving two years of college 
training. Currently the respondent is a minister to the 
deaf of a large Baptist Church.
Both parents did not attend church regularly; however,
Reverend B considered religion as very important during
his adolescence, especially after 14, when he states,
I had more of an emotional feeling toward my 
religion up until that time, and then it be­
came more a realistic feeling. That is, my 
religion came to mean more to me in a real 
sense after that age. Although during my 
teenage years I did run with a fast crowd, I 
still didn't lose my religious feeling and 
didn't forget my training.
Apparently the age of 14 was a turning point for this 
person. With the exception of "showing disrespect for 
elders," "drinking beer," "gambling," and "speeding," all 
violations ceased after age fourteen. The offenses prior 
to 14 included a series of thefts from his employer, which 
he labeled "swiping things just for kicks," In his opinion 
this was his most serious offense. Other acts reported were 
playing hookey (rarely), defying a teacher (rarely), 
damaging construction or property (rarely, then only as
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Halloween pranks), sneaking into movies (sometimes), 
smoking cigarettes (very often) and sexual acts with a male 
adult (sometimes). The last act best illustrates the ef­
fect of the change in religious attitude and the cessation 
of delinquent behavior. The respondent and his brother once 
or twice a year for two years would participate in sexual 
acts for money with a man they knew only casually. "At this 
time we didn't have much money coming in, and this is the 
way X made spending money." Apparently his increased in­
terest in school after he entered high school accounts for 
the cessation of hookey. He ceased sneaking into movies at 
14; it was just something he had decided to do, and had
done. As he got older it was no longer fun nor necessary;
he had enough money to pay for his tickets. There were few 
or no consequences from any of his acts. The only acts he 
remembered being caught at and punished for were defying a 
teacher, showing disrespect for adults, and "swiping" from 
his employer. For the last he was merely required by his 
mother to repay his employer by working for him without pay 
for a whole week.. Never did he do this again, and in his 
words, "I stopped because I didn't want to get into a jam
f
like that again." Up to the age of 14, the respondent spent
most of his time with one or two close friends. It was
during this period that most of his delinquent behavior
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occurred. From 14-16 his group expanded to 14 members, 
and group activities such as discussion meetings, football, 
etc., occupied their time. At age 16, with the discovery of 
girls, contacts with his group began to cease. Except for 
being given a ticket for speeding, he was never caught by 
the police nor arrested. His traffic violation did come to 
the attention of the court, but his case was dismissed.
Several people in his life seemed to have influenced 
him favorably. Of them all, his mother and a preacher ac­
cording to him, had the greatest positive influence on him. 
His mother apparently took a more active interest in him than 
his father— e . ,  she was more concerned about his receiving 
good grades than was his father. The latter "was a steady 
worker, good to his children, drank on weekends, but he was 
never mean. He played the violin, liked to dance, and en­
joyed his family." The respondent described his mother 
simply as "a kind person, who loved her family." Though he 
felt he got along very well with both his parents, it was 
his mother with whom he could sit and talk if he had any 
problems; for this reason he felt he got along better with 
her.' His father, on the other hand, was apparently rarely 
home and contact between him and his son was limited, but 
when it did occur they seemingly got along very well.
After he became 14, school was an enjoyable experience,
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not so much for the academic aspect, but for the inter­
action with his peers. Though physically he was average, 
bordering on frail, he was quite active and sociable, in­
volved in activities such as baseball and the Boy Scouts.
As early as 12, he began working part-time, with his 
parents' blessing, as a newspaper delivery boy after school 
and on Sunday, saving some of his earnings. His attitude 
toward work was favorable.
He sums up his adolescence as an easy one, "because 
since my people didn't have an education and not knowing of 
things they should have known about teen-agers they left 
our decisions strictly up to us. I felt that I could go 
any place I wanted to."
CASE C: SIGNIFICANCE OF AN ACCIDENTAL
OCCURRENCE
At age 18, Reverend C, after an accident involving 
a minister friend, definitely decided on the occupation 
of minister. It was the summer of 19 47 that he met at a 
Christian youth assembly a minister who later played a 
great role in his life. He was then employed as a mechanic. 
About the minister he says, "He gave me something of a 
challenge— to see if there were not more in life that a 
person could be. I then began to think of college for the
t
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first time. . . . "  After driving for the minister for one 
or two months, the respondent had an accident in which the 
minister's legs were broken. This left the respondent 
feeling guilty and obligated to his minister friend. He 
states, "During the time that he was recovering from these 
broken legs, I couldn't sleep one night and began just 
thinking serious about this and decided that night to 
preach."
Religion was only "moderately" important to Reverend 
C, as an adolescent. However, at 18, its meaning changed 
significantly. He says, "I thought of religion and voca­
tion all in the same breath during this time— that God has 
purpose for every life and consequently had purpose for my 
life, and set about to find it. This was the deepening 
meaning that religion had for me."
Reverend C was born and reared in an isolated Anglo- 
Saxon rural area of the Deep South, the youngest of seven 
children (two girls, five boys), squired by an "unsuccess­
ful" farmer and a mother who became a nurse when her chil­
dren were grown. His father was thought of by his son as 
"too good for his own good." He "stood up for his son," and 
"was interested in the things we wanted to do and excited 
our interests in what he was trying to do. We could talk 
about things together. He involved us in his life."
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"I remember there were times when I wish that he 
were stronger [mentally]. He believed in honor and honesty 
and put emphasis on our good deportment in school." His 
mother, however, placed even greater emphasis on good 
grades. She was described as a hard worker, well discip­
lined, faithful to the church in terms of its formal rules. 
His father, in contrast, was religious but not in a formal 
sense. It was his mother who gave him an appreciation of 
religion and of the blessings that he had. He got along 
very well with both parents, not favoring either one.
His whole neighborhood was a playground. There were 
no formal recreational activities, but, "The recreational 
facilities that were open to us were conducive to happy, 
wholesome experiences."
There was little spare time; his day was filled with
activities— working regularly on the farm, Future Farmers
of America, 4-H Club, etc. Adolescence was generally an
easy time for him as he mentioned:
Our needs were met, and, living so far from some­
body else, we assumed we had as much as anybody 
had and we were happy with what we had. There 
were no neighbors to have a red bicycle that I 
wanted one like; consequently much of the unhap­
piness that might have occurred was not a problem.
"Robust," "very active," and "fairly sociable" was 
his description of himself during adolescence. But a broken 
a m  kept him from playing football.
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His attitude toward school was ambiguous. He recalled 
hating it, because that was the expected reaction; yet he 
couldn't remember anything about school that was particu­
larly distasteful. A ninth-grade teacher made a "vital" 
favorable impression on him. It was she who singled him out 
as above average and offered him encouragement. Other 
teachers in high school were noted as having a favorable 
influence, giving him encouragement, extra time, and dis­
cipline. There were no teachers he especially disliked.
While his peers were "somewhat" interested in school, the 
influence, probably of his teachers, encouraged him to be even 
more interested in school than his teen-age friend.
At 14 he began working for pay, encouraged by his 
parents. A year later, when his father had a disabling 
attack, the respondent continued to work, and also did some 
of his father's chores.
With the exception of the larger adult-sponsored 
groups, such as Future Farmers of America and 4-H Club, 
most of the Reverend's adolescent peer-group experiences in­
volved one or two friends, no large group or gang. They 
engaged chiefly in daytime activities, e.jj., sitting under 
a tree together and talking. A friendship with one boy was 
broken because the boy had cheated on an exam. Another 
friend who possessed a bottle of wine upset the respondent
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also. Drinking was something the interviewee thought of 
as out of bounds and had thought his friends felt the same 
way. Stealing, to his knowledge, was also out of bounds, 
and he could recall no instance where he violated any of 
the codes except one— cheating, not on an exam, but on a 
book report, when he was 16. Burning cotton in a field at 
age 13 or 14 was the most serious act he could recall.
Like the participants in Cohen's hedonistic gang2 he did it 
for the fun of it and to see how cotton burned. Like most 
of the other acts he committed, this one was done alone.
His parents found out about the fire, but he lied and 
claimed it was accidental. He never did set fires again, 
though he couldn't say why. Other acts he admitted to 
committing rarely were "showing disrespect for elders," 
"defying a teacher," "smoking cigarettes," "speeding and
driving without a license." He could recall no disapproval of 
behavior between 18 and 21. By the time he was 16, disap- 
proved-of behavior seemed to cease. Never was he caught for 
any of the above-mentioned acts either by unofficial (parents, 
teachers, etc.) or official authorities (police, judges, etc.)
2Albert Cohen, Delinquent Gang: The Culture of the Gang 
(Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1955).
CASE Ds PEER GROUP INFLUENCE
Reverend D attributed much of the cessation of his 
disapproved-of behavior to the influence of religion. While 
he didn't decide to become a minister until he was 22, at 
16 (as a consequence of an Evangelistic campaign) he became 
committed to a "Christian life" and became alienated from 
his teen-age groupv which earlier in his teens had influenced 
his behavior. Knowing they were wrong, but "dared" by the 
group, he had gone along with them.
Probably because of his non-drinking asectic wife he 
began to attend church regularly after he had been married 
one year. He was in the army at the time and planned to 
enter a business career after his military service. After 
about 10 or 12 months of regular church attendance, he rather 
reluctantly "surrendered his life to Christ to do whatever 
He wanted to do."
His family of orientation apparently played an insig­
nificant role in his decision to become a minister— there 
were five, his parents and two older sisters. Neither his 
mother, a Methodist, nor father, a Baptist, attended church 
regularly, nor seemed to consider religion as very important.
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His father was a strict disciplinarian, a family man, 
giving the children a lot of attention. As Reverend D re­
called, "He [his father] worked hard and he provided for us 
all," but "found fault with every little thing." He 
described his mother as "average," a good housewife with 
higher moral standards than her husband, who used a great 
deal of profanity. She, too, took a lot of interest in the 
children.
Much of the father's time was spent at home in his 
welding shop where he worked in the afternoon and kept a 
close watch over his son, who was expected to spend his 
afternoons working with his father.
Reverend D got along very well with both of his parents, 
no better with one than the other. However, he seemed to 
be closer to his father, who would take him fishing a lot.
His adolescence was spent in a Deep South city of 
about 50,000 people. Though he lived within the city limits 
his neighborhood was described as more rural than urban, 
e.g., there were dirt roads. He describes the area as 
middle class; actually, it is the industrial working class 
area of the city. White Anglo-Saxon Protestants for the 
most part inhabited the area. This part of the city as then 
still has poor recreational facilities compared to other
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communities in the city.
Adolescence was an easy period for him— a period of 
freedom, good home relations and "plenty of love" and 
adequate attention to his physical needs as well. However, 
he did not feel he had as much freedom as other boy friends 
had. While he was robust, a heart condition, prevented him 
from excelling in athletics. However, he was very active 
and "fairly sociable," but mostly with boys, as an inferiority 
complex prevented him from interacting much with girls. In 
fact, the possibility of being rejected by a girl, he claims, 
was a strong force in preventing his involvement in pre­
marital sex activities.
School was an enjoyable experience— it gave him security 
so necessary because of his inferiority complex. Grades came 
easily. "There was no reason for it [school] to be un­
pleasant," he recalls.
The two teachers he especially liked were in Junior 
high school. Both were strong disciplinarians who were not 
reluctant to use corporal punishment if necessary. He ad­
mired them because they seemed to be interested in students 
and were fair. Both teachers encouraged him to do his best.
Because he always made good grades his parents were 
little concerned with grades, but good grades mattered more 
to his mother than to his father. The respondent and his
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friends were only "somewhat" interested in making good 
grades.
At age 14 he began working part-time at a grocery 
store, and other odd jobs. His interest in mechanics and 
motor bikes coupled with his need for spending money en­
couraged him to work.
The respondent was hardly a joiner as a youth. He did 
play some basketball in eighth grade, but not regularly, 
because of his physical condition. His membership in the 
Boy Scouts, he felt, influenced his conduct favorably.
With the exception of his disapproved-of acts, most 
of his experiences were confined to one or two close friends 
or only to himself, especially after 16. The only hobbies 
he had were mechanical and continued from age 12 until 
recently when he discovered he had a heart condition. Al­
though his father was not interested in mehcanics, he sup­
plied him with his first tools and space in his work shop.
During the period between 12-16, his companions were 
of a fairly "fast crowd" and he got in most of his "trouble," 
he claimed. According to him he didn't ’really put forth 
too much effort to live a Christian life until after he was 
married at 21. However, rather than be an outcast and per­
secuted he preferred to go along with the group. For ex­
ample, once or twice at age 13, the respondent aided his
companions in stealing lumber and some hubcaps from a car. 
No one else ever found out, but nonetheless these acts 
upset the respondent. About the origin of these experi­
ences he recalls,
Well, the boys would be setting around and it 
would be getting dark or something and one of 
them would say, "Well let's. . . . "  One of the 
boys would suggest something you know and another 
would say, "well, that would be easy to do. . . ."
Then whoever reneged, you know, "Well, what do you 
want to be a square for"? You're not afraid are 
you?
So, reluctantly he participated. Contact with this group 
ended around age 16, when he entered senior high school, 
and his old gang became interested in sports. Shortly be­
fore this he had become slowly alienated from the group 
activities, partly as a consequence of a 5 month out-of- 
town move at age 13 and moving back to a new neighborhood. 
He didn't always go along with the group, however, For 
example he stopped stealing hubcaps and they did. not. He 
gives the following as the reason for his lack of partici­
pation in the group.
I guess I was kind of afraid that they would _ 
go too far that I didn't want to go into it 
with them. So I guess by not trying to be real 
close [with the boys] I wasn't afraid that I 
would be included in-everything that they did.
Even so the members of his group grew up to be supposedly
"respectable" members of the community. One became a high
school teacher and coach. Another became a seaman for the
merchant marines. Still another is a plant supervisor at 
an aluminum plant. In school they had all made good grades.
The most serious act he ever committed, like most of
his other disapproved-of experiences, was one he really
did. not want to do, but felt that the circumstances demanded
it. He was 18 and had been in the air force a short time
and was visiting cousins in Mississippi. In his wordss
And there must have been a gang out in the pool 
room and there must have been six [boys who were 
friends of his cousins, but strangers to him] that 
came out to sit in my car. . . . One of the boys 
shook a parking meter loose, right there by my car.
And threw it in the back of my car. He said, 'Let's 
go; let's go!' I said, 'Man, let's put that park­
ing meter back.' He said that we had already got 
it out and now let's go. So, I took off. . . .  I 
went off there in the country and stopped at a 
creek and made them throw it in the creek.
Though Reverend D was never caught, his associates 
were made to pay for the parking meter. Other acts he con­
fessed were: Drinking beer, very often, rarely "playing
hookey," "cheating on exams," "setting fires (he burned a 
bridge)," swiping things just for kicks," "taking auto 
parts," and traffic violations. Most of these acts occurred 
under age 16 and with a group. Never were there any serious 
consequences for him. He was not apprehended by official 
or unofficial authorities for any of his delinquent behavior 
nor arrested or brought to court.
He mentioned no one who influenced him most. He was 
a person undoubtedly involved in delinquent behavior large­
ly as a consequence of his peers whose values came into 
conflict with his strongly internalized norms of correct be­
havior. Upon leaving those in the peer group the boy slowly 
directed his behavior toward more acceptable norms and values. 
The gradual break with group may have been the consequence 
of his intensified interest in religion and the fact too, 
that the group members no longer needed him nor he them. 
Different interests, his peers' in sports and his in mechan­
ics, also played a role in alienating him from the group.
In addition the five months away from the group no doubt 
began the drift away from his peers.
CASE E - PRIEST - A GANG DELINQUENT
Reared in a predominantly Catholic German area in 
Chicago, Father E in his adolescence was a member of a 
large gang of 25 boys— not the rough criminal type gang, 
but a loosely knit group of boys interested in various types 
of sports activities. His was a very Gemeinschaft neigh­
borhood, typical of the ethnic areas in Chicago.
He described the recreational facilities in his neigh­
borhood as "poor," "because they had no recreation. . . .
The only recreational park we had was out in the street . . .
either that or hang around a little candy store."
There was, however, a park not far away, that had a 
playground and a swimming pool, which the respondent used 
regularly.
During his adolescence, his mother, a Romanian, was a 
cleaner in a silk spotting factory and his step-father a 
semi-skilled factory worked. Father E was the youngest of 
three sons. He was six and nine years younger than his two 
brothers. His real father had deserted his mother shortly 
before his birth, returning to Europe to work for a rich 
family.
Just after his birth, he and his brothers were placed 
in an orphanage until he was nine, at which time his mother 
remarried. Both mother and step-father were described as 
very stern and strict. "There was no fooling around. My 
father [step-father] was also fair and a religious man in 
his own way." His mother "had her ups and downs."
His real father had been an alcoholic "so she [his 
mother] had her share of troubles." He got along very well 
with both his parents* but his mother apparently was the 
favorite of the two. After all he was her baby. Of all 
people his mother had the most influence upon him, because 
of her deep religious conviction.
According to him, "she taught me the proper values, to 
respect authority, to be honest and fair with everybody."
This religious conviction of his mother apparently 
laid the foundation for his choice of occupation, which ap­
parently inhibited or prevented him from becoming very 
deeply involved in delinquent behavior. At 16 after two 
years of public high school, Father E definitely decided to 
enter the priesthood. His decision, he claimed, stemmed 
largely from the "brainwashing" of his peers (about five of 
the 25 fellows he grew up with) and a young priest, who had 
taught him in grammar school. While the boys and the priest 
may have been the final pervasive factor in his decision, 
his religious background was intense. Both his parents at­
tended church regularly and he himself considered religion 
very important. The significance of religion became even 
clearer to him when he entered public high school. It was 
there that he began to run with a bit faster crowd, though 
his delinquent behavior did not increase at this time, ex­
cept for beer-drinking and smoking.
Adolescence was an "easy" time of life for Father E.
”. . . Being the youngest in the family, I got spoiled and 
I had anything I wanted. I had a pretty easy time getting 
along with people. I learned in a hurry how to give and take.
"Giving and taking" according to him was an important 
norm among his peers. He described himself during adoles­
cence as about "average physically, very active and very
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sociable. . . .  There was nothing I would miss,"
Encouraged greatly by both his parents to get good
grades and work hard in school, his attitude toward school
was ambivalent, but he was more interested than his peers
in getting good grades:
It was just something I went through— it wasn't 
enjoyable or it wasn't unenjoyable, I took it as a 
matter of course. In the minor seminary, it is a 
little different because you start to wake up a 
little bit. It is preparation for your real stud­
ies that you get in the major seminary. . . . "
Education wasn't a really serious task until he reached
the major seminary after he was 18.
There were three teachers, he especially liked— one
a public high school teacher and the others Catholic priests
— because of their encouragement, challenge, sincerity and
fairness. One of the priests in grammar school had been
instrumental in persuading the respondent to enter the
priesthood. His public school teacher taught him how to
be, in his words, "a little more of a man." The tough
priest in minor seminary "helped him learn just what the
score was" and stressed fun outside class, but getting down
to business in the classroom.
In addition to school and school work much of Father
E's time as an adolescent was occupied by widely varied 
part-time work experiences beginning at age 10. He learned
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to play the bass horn (at his parent's insistence) and 
worked on the school paper in minor seminary. Working was 
not an economic necessity but it provided him with extra 
pocket money and also companionship.
From 9 until the present (for he still sees some of 
his old group) he was a member of a group of 25 boys . . ." 
a strictly sports group." He described this group as 
follows:
We never got into any trouble, to be honest 
with you. If a guy did get in trouble his 
family would punish him. We were brought 
up to have respect for other people's pro­
perty .
Other groups he belonged to were adult-sponsored such 
as the German Socker Club at ages 12-13, the Boy Scouts at
age 12 and a boys club at age 10 or 11. The soccer club 
according to him, taught him fair play and to respect the 
other man's ability. The respondent describes his only 
contact with the police as follows:
The only time that I ever got involved with the 
police was through the fact that I had a paper 
route when I was about 13 or 14. At the end of 
the week you were supposed to turn your money in 
and one week my customers couldn't pay me so I 
couldn't turn my money in. So they sent two 
policemen out to the house and I explained the 
situation to them and they said there wasn't 
anything you could do. So I was through with 
this man (the newspaper distributor). My parents 
said they wouldn't pay it either.
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The most serious thing he ever did when he was a teen-ager 
was to play hooky from school at age 16 "because you are 
disappointing your parents" and it was embarrassing. So 
severely punished was he and so embarrassed he never did it 
again. He was not physically punished, though on other 
occasions when he was younger he was. Instead, his parents 
denied him privileges. He stopped, he claimed, not out of 
fear of being caught, but because of his training at home 
where he was taught to be honest. Other activities he was 
involved in were sometimes "swiping things just for kicks," 
"drinking beer or hard liquor," and "cigarette smoking." 
Except for "swiping things just for kicks," something he 
thought he must have done, but could not recall any details 
about, he continued these activities through age 21. His 
drinking and smoking cigarettes in major seminary he con­
sidered a very serious thing, because you are expected to 
be a man, implying that this was not manly behavior, to 
disobey the rules. Such behavior could have easily led to 
his expulsion, but he was never caught. Like most of the 
others in this study he was never caught by the police, nor 
arrested or brought to court.
CASE F - A PRIEST: SIGNIFICANCE OF EARLY
OCCUPATIONAL CHOICE
Father F was rather suspicious of the study as the 
researcher described it to him. But after about 15 minutes 
he became somewhat convinced of the significance of the 
study. More guarded on the first eight questions, he grad­
ually relaxed as the interview proceeded and rapport in­
creased. Eventually he seemed to enjoy answering the 
questions and concluded after the interview was completed 
that he thought it a good experience. Often terse and 
meaningless in his replies, he nonetheless shed some light 
on the significance of religious training and delinquent 
behavior. Of greatest significance for him was the en­
trance into minor seminary at age 14— not that he had before 
this developed a pattern of delinquent behavior. After 
entering minor seminary, however, practically all such 
activities ceased.
Father F, like most of the priests, decided early on
the selection of his profession, encouraged by a nun (a
superior) who was his teacher in eighth grade at a Catholic
elementary school. Later, a Redemptorist priest who came to
live in the parish impressed Father F and was probably the
273
most important factor in his choice of the Redemptorist 
order and missionary work.
Born of third generation strict German-American family, 
he led a well-disciplined and routine life in his adoles­
cence. There were six in the family: his father, a fifth- 
grade graduate, who placed much value on education; his 
mother, an eighth grade graduate; a sister; and two older 
brothers. His father was a former businessman and carpenter.
Being the baby in the family, Father F reaped the pro­
fits and became the "fair headed son" and only professional 
in his family.
He grew up in a middle-class rural non-farm neighbor­
hood. About the neighborhoods he comments,
Well I would say standard middle-class people.
Morally rather solid— hardly any scandal to 
speak of, of any major proportion.
His was largely an ethnic community including Germans,
Polish, Bohemian, and Spanish. For the most part they were
American born, but only second generation Americans of
Catholic and Protestant faiths.
His whole neighborhood in a sense was a playground to 
him affording him many opportunities to swim, fish, roam 
around the woods, hunting rabbits, birds, etc., and of course 
his favorite sport baseball.
Very religious and authoritarian most adequately
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describes his parents when he was a teenager. He des­
cribed his father as a conscientious, very honest, kind, 
charitable and a man of principle, so much so that he was a 
poor businessman. As the respondent grew older he began 
to appreciate his father more and more. Recalling his 
mother, he describes her as very conscientious and inter­
ested in her home:
Everything was run carefully and she insisted 
on us doing our assigned chores and assignments 
and she would punish us when we needed it or 
when we were reluctant to do something she would 
insist on it.
While apparently not a tyrant she seems to be a very de­
manding and strict parent. Though both his parents were 
strict, he felt he got along with both of them very well and 
equally well. About his parents he concludes:
Neither one seemed to be a bear or something to 
be avoided or disliked because they were just 
good parents. They did their duties and tried 
to raise us properly.
APPENDIX B*
CAREER PATTERNS PROJECT 
Institute of Behavioral and Social Sciences 
Adelphi College
PLEASE MAKE THESE POINTS TO RESPONDENT:
Adelphi College, like other educational institutions, is con­
cerned with various problems that American communities are 
facing today— in such fields as housing, unemployment, welfare, 
and the education of youth.
We are doing a study on the youth and careers of American men. 
The men we talk to have been selected from different occupa­
tions, backgrounds, and walks of life. We want to learn, for 
example, about the things that have influenced them in 
earlier years, and how they have reached maturity. We hope 
that this information will be of service to youth today.
The information will be treated with the utmost confidence.
The study will not include the names of any men we interview. 
The results will appear largely in the form of statistical 
summaries.
*This page and the pages in the questionnaire are 
faithful reproductions, errors included, of the text of 





1. What is your principal occupation?
a. (If unemployed:) Are you looking for a job, are you 
retired, or what?
b. How old were you when you definitely decided on an 
occupation?
c. How did you get into your present job?
(If present job is not principal occupation, ask:)
What kind of work are you doing now?
3. About your principal occupation: if you were starting
over again, would you choose the same kind of work?
Yes No.
(If No): What would you rather be doing?
a. What do you like most about your work?
b. What do you like least about your work?
5. Compared with your father's job, do you feel you have
come up in the world, gone down, or kept at about the
same level?
(Whatever response:) Why do you say that?
6. When you were between 12 and 18 years old, how many 
persons were usually living in your home— including 
yourself?
a. Would you tell me about each person— that is, how he 
or she was related to you.
List relationship of each person to respondent 
Then ask for each member of household:
b. About how old is (each) now? (If deceased, please 
note— "Dec."
(If deceased get age of respondent at time of death of 
parents.)
c. What was the highest grade of school (each) completed?
d. What (is) (was) (each person's) principal occupation?
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7. What language was principally used at home during the 
time you were growing up?
a. Any other language?
8. As you recall, did your mother and father go to church 
pretty regularly? Mother, Yes No Father, Yes No.
a. Generally, how important was religion to you during 
your adolescent years— very important, somewhat 
important, fairly important, not at all important?
b. Did you receive formal religious training?
9. Was there any time during this period when your reli­
gious feelings underwent a change?
1. In what way changed?
2. Why changed?
3. When changed?
10. Where were you born?
a. (If not U.S.:) How old were you when you came to this 
country?
b. Where did you live most of the time when you were 
between 12 and 18 years old?
 0___ A metropolis with a half a million or more
 1___ A city of 100,000 to 500,000
 2___ A suburb of a metropolis or large city
 3___ A city of 50,000 to 100,000
 4___ A city or town of fewer than 50,000
 5___ A rural area
 6 Other (What?_____ )
11. Tell me something about the neighborhood you grew up in 
as a teen-ager.
a. Ethnic composition? What sort of backgrounds did the 
people in the neighborhood have? For example, were 
they largely Irish, or Italian or what?
b. How would you characterize the neighborhood you were 
living in as an adolescent, as wealthy, middle class, 
working class, or slum?
c. Was there a playground in your neighborhood?
Did you use it?
Was there a swimming pool in your neighborhood?
Did you use it regularly?
Was there a boys' club house in your neighborhood?
Did you use it regularly?
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Generally, how would you rate the quality of the 
neighborhood recreational facilities compared with 
those elsewhere in the community— as excellent, 
good, fair, or poor?
12. What sorts of things did teen-agers generally do in 
their spare time in your neighborhood? PROBE FOR "any­
thing else?"
(Note: if disapproved behavior— "DB"— Mentioned, probe
for respondent's participation, at what age, frequency, 
kinds of companions, when and why activity stopped.
Use page 10 if needed).
13. Now I want to ask you some questions about your youthful 
experiences. In general, would you say that you had an 
easy or a hard time of it as an adolescent?
a. Why do you say that?
14. Physically, what kind of kid were you during adoles­
cence— robust, about average, or on the frail side?
a. Were there any aspects of your physical development 
that worried you at the time?
b. Physically how would you classify yourself during 
adolescence?
15. Socially, how would you classify yourself during adoles­
cence? sociable, fairly sociable, or unsociable?
a. Please explain your answer.
16. During those years— from about 12 to 18— how did you 
regard going to school? On the whole, was it enjoyable 
or unenjoyable?
a. Why do you say that? (specify age, grade)
17. As a teen-ager, were there any teachers or other school 
persons you recall liking, especially?
(If yes) a. Who— not the name(s), just the position(s)?
b. What did you * like about (him) or (her)
(them) ?
c. In what grade did you have (him) (her)?
d. Did (he) (she) (they) have any influence on
you during adolescence or since— for the 
good or for the bad? (If yes) How?
18. As a teen-ager, were there any teachers or other school 
persons you disliked especially?
(If yes) a. Who— not the name(s), just the position?
b. What did you dislike about (him) (her)
(them) ?
c. Did (he) (she) (they) have any influence on 
you during adolescence or since— for the 










When you were an adolescent, were there any persons out­
side of school and home whom you looked up to?
(If yes) a. Who?
b. Why did you look up to (him) (her) (them)?
c. With respect to what?
a. How much difference did it make to your father whether 
or not you got good marks in school— a great differ­
ence, some, not much, or no difference at all?
Would you please explain your answer?
b. How much difference did it make to your mother whether 
or not you got good marks in school— a great differ­
ence, some, not much, or no difference at all?
Would you please explain your answer?
a. By and large, how interested were your teen-age 
friends in getting good marks in school— very inter­
ested, somewhat interested, not very interested, or 
not at all interested?
b. Roughly speaking, would you say you were more or less 
interested than your teen-age friends in getting good 
marks in school?
At school did you take part in any activities outside 
of class?
a. ;(lf yes) What kind of activities? (alert for DB)
Did you have any hobbies or interests during your teen­
age years?
l. (If yes) What were they?
1. Be sure to ask: get amount and duration of hobbies: 
at what age?
2. Whether performed singly or in groups.
3. Who stimulated his interest in the hobby; what led 
to cessation of hobby.
Did you do any work for pay during adolescence?
At what age did you begin to work?
(If yes) a. Was it full or part-time work— thirty hours 
or more a week or under that?
b. What kind of work did you do?
c. Why did you work?
d. Were your- parents for or against your work­
ing?
e. How did you feel about working?
f. How did you use the money?
Was there a time during your 'teens when you most went 
around with just one or two close friends?
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(If yes) a. At what age did you have just one or two 
friends?
b. What did you and your friends do together? 
(Note: for each DB probe for; How happened
to do, age started, how often, what conse­
quences, age respondent stopped, why stopped)
26. Was there a time during your 'teens when you mostly went 
around with a group of at least four or more teen-agers 
— including yourself?
(If yes) a. How old were you at that time?
b. How many were there in this group?
c. What did you do together?
(For each DB, probe for: how happened to
do, age started, how often, what conse­
quences, age respondent stopped, why 
stopped.)
d. At what age did you stop having contact 
with the group? Why did you stop then?
e. How did your companions feel about what 
members of the group should not do? That 
is, what sorts of things would your friends 
have considered out of bounds? What did 
you do?
(Note: for each DB, probe as before.)
27. As a teen-ager did you belong to any organizations or
groups that were run by adults?
(If yes) a. Which ones?
b. What kinds of activities were involved?
c. Were you influenced by those contacts in 
your choice of occupations?
d. Did those experiences have any influence on 
your ideas of conduct? How?
(If no) why not?
28. Were there any teen-age activities going on in your
neighborhood that you did not want to get into but were 
sort of pushed into joining?
(if yes) a. What were they?
b. Why didn't you want to set into (each)?
c. How were you pushed into them, by whom?
29. Were there any activities that you did not want to get
into and managed to stay out of?
(If yes) a. What were, they?
b. Why didn't you want to get into them?
c. How did you manage to count yourself out?
30. Were there any teen-age activities in your neighborhood
that you wanted to get into but you couldn't— ones that 
you were prevented from getting into?
(If yes) a. What were they?
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b. Why couldn't you get into them?
31. This has all been very helpful. Now here is what else 
we need to know if this study is to be of the. greatest 
help to the youth of today. Most boys, at one time or 
another have done things that were disapproved of by 
adults. And yet, like you, they have grown up to be 
responsible citizens. Now can you remember the things 
you did— the things that you got caught doing and those 
things that you got away with? Your experiences will 
help us to deal more effectively with young people now 
facing similar situations. Of course you realize that 
your answers will be held in strictest confidence.
(If something— probe for; anything else? probe as be­
fore .)
32. a. Were your brothers involved in these same things with
you?
1. Which brother(s)?
2. What did he do?
b. Do you know of any other things your brothers did 
that you did not?
1. Which brother?
2. What did (he) (they) do?
33. As far as you recall, what would you say was the most 
serious thing that you ever did during your teen-age 
years— that is, the worst thing as you look back on it 
now?
a. Why do you think it was the worst?
b. How did you look at it at the time you did it?— and
how do you justify it?
c. How old were you at the time?
d. Did you do it alone or with others?
e. Did any adults know or find out about it?
(If yes) 1. Who?
2. What happened?
f. Did you do this kind of thing again?
(If yes) 1. How often?
2. When did you stop?
3. Why did you stop?
4. Did anyone help you to stop or did you get 
help in some other way? Who? How?
(If no) 1. Why did you stop?
2. Did anyone help you or did you get help in 
some other way? Why? Who? How?
34. a. Well, that was the worst thing. Of course there are
other kinds of behavior that teen-age boys have been 
known to do. Here are some listed on this card. Just 
glance at each one and tell me by number how often 
you did each of them between the ages of 12 and 18—
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very often, sometimes, or never, rarely.
1. Play hookey from school
2. Run away from home
3. Sneak into movies or circus
4. Show disrespect for elders
5. Defy a teacher or principal
6. Cheat on an exam
7. Set fires
8. Swipe things just for kicks
9. Take auto parts
10. Take a stranger1s car
11. Drink beer or liquor
12. Gamble
13. Damage construction or property
14. Steal money, valuables, or equipment from buildings
15. Beat up strangers




b. Which of these did you do when you were over 18— but 
under 21?
c. As a teen-ager, did you ever want to do something that 
you know would be disapproved of and was wrong— but 
you didn't do it?
(If yes) What?
Why didn't you do it?
35. The list we just discussed refers to activities that are
common for kids to engage in. Let's talk about the ones
you said you did Very Often between the ages of 12 and
18.
a. How old were you when you did (each VO in Q. 34(a).
b. How long did you continue it?
c. How old were you when you stopped?
d. How did you happen to start?
e. What were the consequences for you?
f. Why did you stop?
g. How do you feel about it now?
36. Now let's talk about the ones you said you did ST between
the ages of 12 and 18.
a. How old were you when you did (each ST in Q. 34(a)?
b. How long did you continue it?
c. How old were you when you stopped?
d. How did you happen to start?
e. What were the consequences for you?
f. Why did you stop?
g. How do you feel about it now?
36. (Continued) Rarely— ask same questions as Q. 35 and 36.
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37. Did any of these adolescent experiences stand in the 
way of getting ahead in the world?
(If yes) a. Which ones?
b . How?
38. As a teen-ager, did you ever do anything unlawful which 
escaped detection?
(If yes) a. What?
b. How did you happen to do this?
c. How old were you?
d. What were the consequences?
e. How frequent was this?
f. How long did it continue?
g. What made you stop?
h. How old were you when you stopped?
39. Were you ever caught by the police while doing some­
thing they considered wrong or unlawful?
(If yes) a. What?
b. Were you arrested?
(If yes) c. How many times?
d. Were you ever brought before a court?
(If yes) How many times?
(If yes) What was the outcome— that is, was 
the case dismissed, were you put 
on probation, or were you placed 
in an institution?
(If institution) How long were you
there?
40. Returning for a moment to your neighborhood when you 
were a teen-ager— was it relatively easy or hard to find 
a policeman? Explain.
41. How did you and your teen-age companions look upon the 
police in those days— as enemies, as friends, or what?
42. In your neighborhood were the police generally fair or 
unfair in their treatment of teen-agers?
a. If unfair, how?
43. Were you in military service?
(If yes) a. Which branch?
b. What years?
c. Where did you serve— at home, abroad, or 
both?
d. What was your rank when you were discharged?
e. What type of discharge did you receive?
f. Did the military experience influence your 
choice of occupation in any way?
(If yes) How?
g. Would you say your military experience had
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any influence on you as a person— for the 
good or for the bad?
(If yes) How?
44. Now let's talk about your family life: what kind of
person was your father when you were a boy?
45. What kind of person was your mother when you were a 
boy?
46. a. In general, how well did you get along with your
father when you were growing up— very well, pretty
well, not so well, or poorly? Explain.
b. And how well did you get along with your mother
during these years— very well, pretty well, not so
well, or poorly? Explain.
c . With whom did you get along better— your mother or 
your father? Explain.
d. Compared with your teen-age companions, would you say 
that you generally got along with your parents better, 
worse, or about the same? Explain.
47. a. Who would you say influenced you most as a teen-ager,
either for the good or the bad?
1. Anybody else? (ask for at least three persons)
For each mention: how did (he) (she) influence 
you?
48. When you were a teen-ager, did you have any heroes—  
that is, were there any persons you knew, heard or 
read about, whom you would have liked to be?
(If yes) a. Who?
b. Why?
49. Now, every boy has some disagreements at home. During 
your adolescent years, what kinds of arguments did you 
have at home?
[Probe for what they were about, with whom (usual out­
come) ]
50. Incidentally, do you think teen-agers behave better or 
worse today than when you were in your 'teens?
a. Why is that?
b. What do you think is the chief fault of teen-agers 
today?
c. What do you think is the best thing about teen-agers 
today?
51. Looking back to when you were a teenager, what kinds of 
punishment seemed to work best on children your age who 
refused to behave?
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52. We see and hear reports about juvenile delinquency in 
many parts of the country these days. As a guess, here 
in your community what percentage of the teen-agers do 
you think can be regarded as juvenile delinquents?
That is, out of every 100 youngsters, how many would 
you class that way?
53. Let's return for a moment to your own community when 
you were a teen-ager. Out of every 100 youngsters, how 
many in your opinion would you have classified as 
juvenile delinquents?
a. Are you including yourself in that percentage?
(If yes) Why do you say that?
54. Here are some things that teen-agers do in some neigh­
borhoods— like fighting or using bad language. Some 
people believe that these things are serious and that 
it is just part of growing up.
How do you feel today about teen-agers who stay out 
late at night— •do you feel that is very serious, 
somewhat serious, or not serious at all?
How about (each item below)? Would you say that is
very serious, somewhat serious, or not serious at all?
Teen-agers who stay out late at night 






g. Teen-agers whoh. Teen-agers who
i. Teen-agers who at into gang fights
55. If you were asked to say what is the one most serious 
act of delinquency would it be any of those I just read 
or something else?
(If "Dope" next most serious also)
a. For acts other than dope, what do you think should 
be done about youngsters who— do the above.
b. Why do you make that recommendation?
56. Do you think that a policy on the part of law officials 
and the courts everywhere to "get tough" in dealing with 
juvenile delinquents would be a good thing, or not so 
good?
a. Why do you feel that way?
57. Everybody remembers the TV quiz show in which the 
winners— like Charles Van Doren— had been given some of 
the answers in advance.
a. What was your reaction to that affair?
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b. What would you have done in Van Doren's place?
c. Why?
58. Do you remember hearing about the price-fixing scandals 
a couple of years ago? The ones involving manufacturers 
of electrical equipment, like General Electric and 
Westinghouse?
(If yes) What did you think of that case?
59. Have you ever heard about college basketball scandals?
(If yes) What do you think should be done about this
sort of thing?
60. Recently it was revealed that a prospective candidate
for high office had, while in college, paid a classmate
to take an exam for him. Should such a person withdraw 
his candidacy?
a. What are your reactions to this case?
61. By the way, do any of these affairs bring to mind any 
similar cases that occurred during your youth?
(If yes) a. What were they?
b. What was your reaction at the time?
c. Would it be any different now?
62. Here are some interesting statements that have been 
made. Just tell me whether in general, you agree or 
disagree with each statement.
a. Everything considered, adolescents today have an 
easier time getting started in an occupation or 
career than in my time. In general, would you agree 
or disagree with that statement?
b. It should be left up to the parents to decide what 
kind of work a boy should go into.
c. Juvenile delinquency would not be much of a problem 
today if youngsters were punished often and early.
d. There's nothing that can be done about cheating on 
things like income tax, because everybody does it, 
more or less.
e. Delinquent behavior among kids from better-off 
families does not get into the official records as 
often as the same behavior among poorer people.
f. Prison is too good for sex criminals— they should be 
horse-whipped or worse.
g. Most successful people have gotten ahead because of 
hard work and ability.
h. Poor people have just as good a chance to get ahead 
as anyone else.
i. In the last 50 or 60 years, people's ideas about 
morals have changed a lot, but there are still some 
basic principles or rules that people should follow 








j. Additional recreational facilities and programs, 
especially in the way of athletics, would go far in 
controlling teen-age delinquency in your community.
Please note respondent's race.
How old were you on your last birthday?
What was the highest grade of school you completed?
(If did not go beyond 8th grade) How old were you when 
you left school?
Did you want to continue school?
(If no) Why not?
(If yes) why didn't you?
(If did not go beyond 11th grade— i.e., not a h.s. 
graduate:)
Did you want to finish high school?
(If yes) Why didn't you?
(If not) Why not?
(If completed 12th grade, but did not go to college)
Did you want to go to college?
(If no) Why not?
(If yes) Why didn't you?
(If started but did not complete college)
(If no) Why not?
(If yes) Why didn't you?
What is your religious affiliation?
a. If religion indicated— How often do you attend 
(church) (Temple)?
b. What is (or was) your father's religion?
c. What is (or was) your mother's religion?
What is your marital status?
a. (If ever married) All told, how many times have you 
been married?
b. How old were you when you (first) got married?
c. Do you have any children?
(If yes) How many?
Do your children attend Sunday School?
d. What is the highest grade of school your (present) 
wife completed?
e. What is your (present) wife's religion? Same or 
different from Respondent's.
f. What was your (present) wife's father's occupation?
a. In what country was your father born?
In what country was his father born?
b. In what country was your mother born?








How often do you vote in national, state, and local 
elections— always, sometimes, rarely, or never?
How interested would you say you are in national, state, 
and local politics— very interested, somewhat, not very 
interested, not at all interested?
Do you and your wife generally agree on methods of 
disciplining your children?
(If disagree) What do you disagree about?
Are you worried about the behavior of any of your 
children?
(If yes) In what way?
Let's suppose for a moment that a child of yours had 
stolen something from a store. What would you do? Why?
a. And now we're getting to the end. Would you please 
tell me by number the category your family would 
have fitted into when you were an adolescent?
b. And now would you indicate your economic category 
today?
75. Is there anything else you can tell us about your 
activities as a teen-ager?
APPENDIX C
TEXT OF LETTER OF INTRODUCTION 
WRITTEN BY THE INVESTIGATOR
You are one of 50 [Capital City] ministers [or lawyers] 
selected at random to participate in a study that should 
be of great service to your profession and to all young 
people.
In partial fulfillment of my Ph.D. degree in sociology 
I am conducting an interview research project sponsored 
by the Departments of Sociology and Social Welfare of 
[State University]. This study involves men in various 
professions. They, in recalling their youthful ex­
periences and important decisions, can help us in sociology 
to understand and deal more effectively with the problems 
that our youth face today.
I hope you will participate. Of course, all the informa­
tion you supply will be held in strictest confidence and 
no names will be used.
On the enclosed self-addressed post card will you kindly 
indicate the most convenient day and approximate time 
for an interview? I would appreciate your returning the 
card as soon as possible.
Soon I will phone you to make an appointment for an inter­
view. At that time I would be happy to answer questions 
you may have concerning the study.
Sincerely yours,
Louis M. Beck
Postscript to ministers' letters:
P.S. Enclosed is a letter of introduction from the [Capital 
City! Ministerial Association.
Postscript to lawyers' letters:
P.S. Enclosed is a letter of introduction from the [Capital 
City] Bar Association.
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TEXT OF LETTER OF INTRODUCTION 
WRITTEN BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
[CAPITAL CITY] BAR ASSOCIATION
To: Members of the [Capital City] Bar Association
From: [Name], President
Subject: Introducing Louis M. Beck
Gentlemen:
Mr. Louis M. Beck will ask your cooperation in a socio­
logical study of professional careers.
I understand that the study is, as Mr. Beck says, an 
academic investigation, financed by Institute of 
Behavioral and Social Sciences, Adelphi College, con­
ducted in cooperation with the Department of Sociology 
at [State University],
It is not an attempt to solicit funds for any cause.
Mr. Beck has asked for this letter of introduction, and 
to a large extent because of our close relationship with 
[State University], the Board of Directors of [Capital 




Capital City Bar Association
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TEXT OF LETTER OF INTRODUCTION 
WRITTEN BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
[CAPITAL CITY] MINISTERIAL ASSOCIATION
Sirs:
Mr. Louis M. Beck, a graduate student for the doctorate 
degree at [State University] in the department of sociology 
will ask your cooperation in a sociological study of pro­
fessional careers.
It is understood that all the information will be strictly 
confidential and that names will not be used in the study.
Mr. Beck has asked for this letter of introduction in order 
to assure you of his interest in his thesis and to provide 
some studies in his field which will prove to be of benefit 
to professional people.
[Name]
President,[Capital City County] 
Ministerial Association
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APPOINTMENT CARD FOR INTERVIEW
Although ah evening interview in your home'would be preferable, 
I realize that it may not be the most convenient time for you. 
Please mark the day and time most convenient for you.
July August
s M T W Th F S S M T W ?h F S
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 1 2 3







The author was born June 18, 1933 in Chicago, where 
he received his elementary and high school training. In 
June, 1951, he was graduated from Hyde Park High School.
He then majored in social science at Blackburn College in 
Carlinville, Illinois, which awarded him the Bachelor of 
Arts degree in June, 1955. The following fall he entered 
the graduate department of sociology and anthropology at 
Washington University, where he studied until August, 1956, 
when he was drafted. From October, 1956 to August, 1958 
he served with the United States Army in Korea. Upon his 
separation from the Army, he resumed his graduate studies 
at Louisiana State University, where he was granted a 
Master of Arts degree in sociology with a minor in anthro­
pology in 1960. After fulfilling the course requirements 
for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy at Louisiana State 
University, he taught at Texas A & M University, Louisiana 
State University, The College of William and Mary, and 
Western Kentucky University, where he is now assistant 
professor of sociology. He is also now a candidate for the 
degree of Doctor of Philosophy at Louisiana State University.
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